


PENSIONS AND OTHER BENEFITS FOR VETERANS 
AND THEIR DEPENDENTS OF SERVICE IN AND 
AFTER THE SPANISH WAR 


HEARINGS 
BEFORE THE 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE SPANISH WAR 
OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS AFFAIRS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
KIGHTY-FOURTH CONGRESS 
FIRST SESSION 
ON 
H. R. 707, 714, 754, 2407, 2867, 2998, 3708, 4069, 4210, 
4684, 4945, 5055, 5056, 5058, 5246, H. J. Res. 65, 
94,110, 115, 124, 151, 183, 190, 249, 281 
MISCELLANEOUS BILLS RELATING TO BENEFITS FOR 


VETERANS (AND THEIR DEPENDENTS) WHO SERVED 
IN THE GENERAL PERIOD OF THE SPANISH WAR 


APRIL 21 AND 22, 1955 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 





UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
61734 WASHINGTON : 1955 








COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
OLIN E. TEAGUE, Texas, Chairman, 


W. J. BRYAN DORN, South Carolina EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, Massachusetts 
ELIZABETH KEE, West Virginia BERNARD W. (PAT) KEARNEY, New York 
GEORGE §. LONG, Louisiana WILLIAM H. AYRES, Ohio 

JAMES A. BYRNE, Pennsylvania E. ROSS ADAIR, Indiana 

ED EDMONDSON, Oklahoma PAUL A. FINO, New York 

FRANK W. BOYKIN, Alabama PHIL WEAVER, Nebraska 

WAYNE N. ASPINALL, Colorado WILLIAM H. AVERY, Kansas 

LEO W. O'BRIEN, New York E. KEITH THOMSON, Wyoming 

GEORGE A. SHUFORD, North Carolina EUGEND SILER, Kentucky 

GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, Missouri CHARLES M, TEAGUE, California 


CHARLES C. DIGGS, Jr., Michigan 
B. F. SISK, California 
JAMES A. HALEY, Florida 


OLIVER E. Meapows, Staff Director 


SUBCOM MITTEES 
ADMINISTRATION 


JAMES A. BYRNE, Pennsylvania, Chairman 
ELIZABETH KEE, West Virginia PHIL WEAVER, Nebraska 
CHARLES C. DIGGS, Jr., Michigan CHARLES M. TEAGUE, California 


COMPENSATION AND PENSION 


W. J. BRYAN DORN, South Carolina, Chairman 
GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, Missouri PAUL A. FINO, New York 
CHARLES C. DIGGS, Jr., Michigan E. KEITH THOMSON, Wyoming 


EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
ELIZABETH KEE, West Virginia, Chairman 


ED EDMONDSON, Oklahoma WILLIAM H. AYRES, Ohio 
B. F. SISK, California BE. ROSS ADAIR, Indiana 
HOSPITALS 
GEORGE S§. LONG, Louisiana, Chairman 
LEO W. O’BRIEN, New York BERNARD W. (PAT) KEARNEY, New York 
B. F. SISK, California WILLIAM H. AVERY, Kansas 
HOUSING 
ED EDMONDSON, Oklahoma, Chairman 
GEORGE A. SHUFORD, North Carolina WILLIAM H. AYRES, Ohio 
GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, Missouri PHIL WEAVER, Nebraska 
JAMES A. HALEY, Florida 
INSURANCE 
WAYNE N. ASPINALL, Colorado, Chairman 
JAMES A. BYRNE, Pennsylvania EUGENE SILER, Kentucky 
GEORGE A. SHUFORD, North Carolina CHARLES M. TBAGUE, California 


SPANISH WAR 


FRANK W. BOYKIN, Alabama, Chairman 


W. J. BRYAN DORN, South Carolina PAUL A. FINO, New York 
WAYNE N. ASPINALL, Colorado E. KEITH THOMSON, Wyoming 


Il 











INDEX 










































Page 
anes Grains ia Cbeeneee > ew ccs 2. feds aeeeweks déwcines 25U _. 660 
ca cia a. cae gen Sd ma .- 642. 651, 656, 657 
Boxer Rebellion, bgp tepation and casualties therein________- Bhi iaakiee 721 


Bow, Hon. Frank T__- PIETER OT DST ERPS 
Boykin, A NN ee ee iets eae ee ea ls oa 517, 
610, 616-617, 619,  621- 625, 630-632, 634— 636, 638, 641-642, 
645-647, 650-651, 653, 657, 663- 665, 667- 668, 670, 672-674, 676, 
678-679, 683, 685, 686, 688, 691-692, 717, 720, 722-723. 


Casualties in five campaigns _____-___- 7 err 720 
Comparison of pension benefits_____ ~ Opposite 648 
Cost of outpatient medical and dental program of Spanish War 650 
Counsel to committee _ _- - _. 647, 653-655, 663, 691, 723 


Cunpingham, Hon. Paul, letter of nag, 

Dillinger, George A. (See Naval and Military Order of the Spanish-. Ameri- 
can War.) 

Denton, Hon Winfield K_—____- : 617-619 

Dorn, Hon. Francis E____- Kotha alk ebiatieshats 635 


Bete, Tee Wi FeNV ON eh wk a s 651-652, 670 
Elliott, Hon. Carl_- - - : 630 
Fino, Hon. Paul A_- 619 
GI bill of rights costs, World War II 650 


Hesselman, Leo W. (See Naval and Military Order of Spanish-American 
War.) 

Hyde, Hon. DeWitt 5 _ 621-622 

Indian wars since 1875, re port by Le gislative Reference Servies, Library of 
Congress - - 564-569 

Johnson, James H. (See United Spanish War Veterans.) 

Kyle, Jack, national legislative representative of 1902-14 Philippine cam- 


paign committe 692-723 
Length of war service compared 4. + 
Long, Hon. George S___ 612-613 
McDonough, Hon. Gordon L__ sa ; _ 619-621 


Mack, Hon. Russell V 610-612 

Moore, George 8. (See Naval and Military Order of the Spanish-American 
War.) 

Martin, Mrs. Louise, letter from ___- yer es _ 

Moro Province serv ic i eee  610- 619, 622-625, 630, 692-725 


Navy service in Spanish War- a 613-614, 630 631, 673 $01 
Naval and Military Order of Spanish American-War: 
Leo W. Hesselman, national historian ; _ 673-690 
George A. Dillinger_- 691 


George S. Moore___- : 691 
A. W. Osborn, letter from __ _- 673 


O’Hara, Hon. Barratt 613-616 
Ones, A. W. (See Naval and Military Order of the Spanish-American 
Var.) 

Otjen, William. (See United Spanish War Veterans.) 

Participants i pr wer eines $906... oc ec. c ata 649 
Percentage receiving compensation and per nsion _ _ — _- / —————— 
Reports on legislation (VA) ____-__- is 517-533 
Reports on service in Philippines and Moro Province_______ ee _ 694-716 
Retired Officers Association, Capt. F. O. W illenbucher_____ .oaci on == OO 
Retired officers, medical b ae aaa REE i ata Maet 660-663 
Revenue cutter service in Spanish eRe elit ; 682-691 


Rogers, W. D., Jr. (See United Spanish War Veterans.) 
Rooney, Hon. John J__- poet hs ; 631-632 


IV CONTENTS 















Page 
Seely-Brown, Hon. Horace, Jr__- 630-631 
Service-connected compensation or pension since 1862_ 643 
Shelley, Hon. John F__-_- 632-634 
Shroyer, Mrs. John E. (See United Spanish War Veterans.) 
Siler, Hon. Eugene____ 9 hs 645-647 
Downer, Adin M. (See Veterans of Forei ‘ign Wars.) 
Stevens, Charles V., letter from_..__.__________- os 625, 717 
Teague, Hon. Olin E. (chairman) ___ 638, 642- 644, 661 
Text of legislation - : 553-564 


Thurston, Lloyd. (See United Spanish War Veterans.) 

Total amount received veterans and widows of Spanish War and World 

War I receiving pensions 1918-54____.____._....._...._--_- with. 649 
Trazenfeld, Hattie B. (See United Spanish War Veterans.) 

United Spanish War Veterans: 


James H. Johnson, senior vice commander_ ____________________ 655-657 
William Otjen, national legislative chairman _-____--_- 651-655 
W. D. Rogers, Jr., vice commander___- eee whee 672-673 
Mrs. John E. Shroyer_. tae ght Jo ow 671 
Lloyd Thurston, national UIN.  oas eee haa 636-645, 650, 664 
Haitie B. Trazenfeld, national secre tary, Auxiliary. s 665-670 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Adin M. Downer, assistant legislative re pre- 
sentative _ ___- ‘ 657 
Wars, military expeditions, occupations, campaigns, and other disturbances 
in which the United States has participated since 1859_____ é 570-609 
Wier, Hon. Roy W- 622-625 


Willenbucher, Capt. F. 0. (See Retired Officers Association.) 


518 MISCELLANEOUS BILLS, SPANISH WAR PERIOD 














SPANISH WAR VETERANS’ BENEFITS 


THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 1955 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SPANISH WAR OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m., in room 356, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Frank W. Boykin, chairman of the 
subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Boyxrn. Gentlemen, the committee will come to order. 
I just want to say that this is a subcommittee, but we are going to 
have our great chairman here with us to guide us. 
This meeting this morning is to consider some 25 bills which have 
been referred by the chairman to the Subcommittee on Spanish War. 
The author of each one of these bills or resolutions has been invited to 
appear before the subcommittee if he or she wishes to do so. In addi- 
tion, the United Spanish War Veterans have asked to appear, and 
representatives of that organization are here. Also the national com- 
mander of the Naval and Military Order of the Spanish-American 
War has been advised of the hearings as have the Retired Officers As- 
sociation and the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
As usual, we have our friends from the Veterans’ Administration to 
express the view of the executive branch. 
As is customary in most of such hearings, we will hear first from 
Members of Congress who have introduced legislation pending be- 
fore the committee, and then that will be followed by representatives 
of the United Spanish-American War Veterans. 
Without objection, I will insert at this point in the record the text 
of the bills pending before the committee, as well as reports from the 
Veterans’ Administration thereon, together with other material perti- 

nent to this hearing. 
(The material referred to follows:) 






















VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., February 1, 1956, 
Hon. Ourn E. Tracus, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Teaaue: This has selene nce to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 707, 84th Congress, a bill to 
extend pension benefits under the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, 
74th Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, to cer- 
tain persons who served with the United States military or naval 
forces engaged in hostilities in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, 
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or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, after July 4, 1902, and prior to 
January 1, 1914, and to their unremarried widows, child, or children. 
This will also serve as a reply to your request for a report on a similar 
bill, H. R. 754, 84th Congress. 

The purpose of H. R. 707 is to provide a service pension under the 
conditions and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public, 
No. 269, 74th Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, 
for any person who served in any unit of the United States military or 
naval forces while such unit was engaged in hostilities in the Moro 
Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, 
after July 4, 1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, who was honorably 
discharged from the enlistment in which such service occurred, and 
for the surviving unremarried widow, child, or children of such person. 
H. R. 754 has the same purpose, except that it would extend such 
benefits to any person who served in the Philippine Islands while 
hostilities were in progress in the locations and during the time indi- 
cated. For the ready reference of the committee there is furnished 
herewith a table showing the pension rates currently payable to vet- 
erans and their dependents under the mentioned laws. 

These bills are similar in purpose to bills which have been introduced 
in the Congress over a number of years. The most recent examples 
are H. R. 55, H. R. 252, H. R. 417, H. R. 1310, and H. R. 2715, 83d 
Congress, on which the Veterans’ Administration submitted a re port 
under date of March 11, 1953 to the committee (Committee Print 
No. 14). After hearings on these and other legislative proposals, your 
committee favorably reported a bill, H. R. 5380, to the House on 
June 10, 1953 (H. Rept. 534), where it was pending at the close of 
that Congress. One of the subject. bills, H. R. 707, is identical with 
H. R. 5380. 

Persons comprehended by the bills are presently entitled to all 
benefits prescribed by law for former members of the Regular Estab- 
lishment, or as they are sometimes called, peacetime veterans. It is 
felt that a brief reference to benefits now available to such veterans 
and their dependents would be helpful to the Committee in its con- 
sideration of these bills. 

Present benefits include compensation at peacetime rates for dis- 
abilities resulting from personal injury or disease contracted in line 
of duty or for an aggravation of a preexisting injurv or disease con- 
tracted or suffered in line of duty and not the result of the person’s 
own misconduct. Compensation at peacetime rates is also payable 
to dependents on account of the death of such veterans from service- 
connected causes. Compensation is payable at wartime rates for 
disabilities incurred in line of duty as a result of armed conflict or 
extrahazardous service, including such service under conditions sim- 
ulating war, and for death from such disabilities, pursuant to paragraph 
1 (c), part II, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended. Veterans 
entitled to compensation at wartime or peacetime rates are entitled 
to additional compensation for dependents if their service-connected 
disability is rated at not less than 50 percent. 

Veterans comprehended by these bills who were discharged for dis- 
ability incurred in line of duty or who are in receipt of compensation 
for service-connected disability are also entitled on the basis of such 
disability to other benefits, such as hospital treatment or domiciliary 
care, including medical treatment by the Veterans’ Administration, 
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such prosthetic applicances or aids to the blind as the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs may determine to be necessary, burial allowances, 
and a burial flag. Financial assistance is afforded certain veterans in 
acquiring specially adapted housing which they require on account of 
permanent and total service-connected disability due to certain con- 
ditions. Preference in Federal civilian employment is also granted 
under the Veterans’ Preference Act of 1944 (58 Stat. 387), as amended 
(5 U.S. C. 851-869), to veterans who served during a war or a cam- 
paign or expedition for which a campaign badge has been authorized, 
or who have established the existence of a service-connected disa- 
bility, or who are receiving compensation, disability retirement bene- 
fits, or pension by reason of public laws administered by the Veterans’ 
Administration or service departments. Preference is also extended 
under certain circumstances to otherwise eligible dependents of such 
veterans. In connection with such preference in employment, it 
should be noted that the Departments of the Army and Navy have 
authorized issuance of a Philippine Campaign Medal to personnel of 
the respective services who meet the necessary service requirements. 
In accordance with laws administered by the Department of the 
Army, these veterans and certain of their dependents are also eligible 
to be buried in a national cemetery and to be furnished headstones or 
grave markers. 

With reference to the delimiting date July 4, 1902, made applic- 
able in the subject bills to service in the Moro Province, the attention 
of the committee is invited to the fact that under the laws reenacted 
by the act of August 13, 1935 (49 Stat. 614), as amended or supple- 
mented (38 U.S. C. 368), service in the Moro Province to July 15, 
1903, is recognized as wartime service. 

While both bills propose to extend pension benefits under the con- 
ditions, and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public 
Law 269, 74th Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, 
they contain certain provisions which appear to be at variance with 
the provisions of such laws. Specifically, both bills would require the 
veteran to be honorably discharged and would extend benefits to 
unremarried widows. Further, H. R. 754 contains a service require- 
ment of 90 days or more. It should be noted that under the laws 
reenacted by the act of August 13, 1935, as amended or supplemented, 
only a discharge or release from active service under conditions other 
than dishonorable is required, and pension is authorized in the case 
of a remarried widow whose marriage to a veteran occurred prior to 
January 1, 1938, if her subsequent marriage or marriages has or had 
been dissolved either by death of her husband or husbands, or by 
divorce on any ground except adultery on the part of the wife. 
Finally, the mentioned laws provide for the payment of service pen- 
sion to veterans of less than 90 days’ service if discharged for disability 
incurred in service in line of duty, and for payment of a service pension 
at a lesser rate to veterans with 70 to 89 days’ service. 

The intent of the provision in lines 8 and 9, page 2, H. R. 754, 
“Pensions to such persons entitled shall be retroactive as of their 
sixtieth birthday”, is not clear. This ambiguity arises particularly 
in view of the fact that under the service pension laws referred to in 
the bill no provision is made for payment of a pension to a veteran at 
age 60 and age is not a factor in determining eligibility for death 
pension of widows who married the veterans prior to January 1, 1938. 
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Otherwise eligible widows who married the veterans on or after that 
date are entitled to death pension only if they are at least 60 years of 
age. 

From time to time bills have been introduced in the Congress which 
have had as their purpose the conferring of wartime benefits on the 
group who served in the Philippines for periods subsequent to the 
termination of the Philippine Insurrection on July 4, 1902 (July 15, 
1903, as regards service in the Moro Province). During the 78th 
Congress, one such bill, H. R. 4099, was introduced, designed to confer 
a wartime status on those who served with the United States military 
or naval forces engaged in hostilities in the Moro Provinee, including 
Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, between July 5, 1902, 
and December 31, 1913, by extending the official ending date of the 
Philippine Insurrection to December 31, 1913, in such cases. The 
bill passed the House of Representatives on March 27, 1944, and the 
Senate on November 27, 1944, but was returned by the President to 
the House of Representatives without his approval on December 8, 
1944. In his veto message (H. Doc. 804, 78th Cong.), the President 
stated: 

This measure would grant special benefits to 2 particular group and exclude 
other members of the Regular Military and Naval Establishments who similarly 
have been called upon, on numerous ocessions, to engage in similar military 
operations in times of peace. I believe that it is sound in principle to abide by 
the official beginning and ending dates of wars in providing benefits, heretofore 
described, and feel that extension of the period of the Philippine Insurrection, 
beyond that established in conformity with recognized legal precedents, would 
constitute sufficient deviation from that principle to invite further exceptions fer 
additional groups with service in military occupations, expeditions, or campaigns 
other then during a period of war. 

With respect to the mentioned precedents, it is deemed pertinent 
to note that July 4, 1902, is the date of the President’s proclamation 
(32 Stat. 2014) that the Philippine Insurrection was at an end and 
peace established in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except 
the country occupied by the Moro tribes. July 15, 1903, the date 
regarded by the then War Department as ‘the termination of the 
Philippine Insurrection in the Moro Province, is the effective date 
of the Act No. 787 of the Philippine Commission providing for the 
organization and government of the Moro Province under civil 
authority. It is further noted that these delimiting dates have received 
legislative sanction most recently under the act of August 4, 1951 
(65 Stat. 174; 38 U.S. C. 370g et seq.). 

While the subject bills remove one of the objections made to 
H. R. 4099, 78th Congress, in that they do not extend the official 
ending date of the Philippine Insurrection or confer a wartime status 
on those affected by the bills, they would confer a special benefit, 
heretofore generally limited to war-service veterans and their depe nd- 
ents, upon a particular group of peacetime veterans and their depend- 
ents, to the exclusion of other peacetime veterans and their de- 
pendents, including those who served in other campaigns, expeditions, 
and occupations. For your information, a list of such campaigns, 
expeditions, and occupations is set forth on pages 974-1013 of the 
hearings of April 28, 1953, on H. R. 55, 83d Congress, and other bills, 
before the Subcommittee on Spanish War of your committee. 
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In keeping with the policy of Congress to recognize the primary re- 
sponsibility to veterans having service-connected disabilities, and their 
dependents, veterans encompassed by the bills and their dependents 
are presently entitled to compensation for service-connected disability 
or death, and at wartime rates under conditions mentioned earlier in 
this report. It has been the long-established general policy of the 
Congress, however, to restrict service pension to veterans of wars and 
dependents of war veterans. An exception to this policy was made 
by the act of May 11, 1951 (65 Stat. 40, 38 U.S. C. 745) under which 
pension benefits, among others, were extended to veterans of the 
Korean conflict period, and to their de »pendents. Enactment of the 
subject bills would constitute a further exception to the general policy 
since the service in question was not performed during a period of war. 

Attention is invited to the fact that by applying Spanish-American 
War pension criteria, these bills, if enacted, would grant to eligible 
peacetime veterans and their widows and children generally more 
liberal pension benefits, both as to rates and eligibility criteria, than 
are provided for veterans of World War I, World War II, or the 
Korean conflict period, and their widows and children. 

Enactment of the proposed legislation might serve as a precedent 
for requests for similar legislation on behalf of veterans of our Armed 
Forces who served in other campaigns, expeditions, or occupations, 
including members of the occupation forces after World War I and 
World War II whose only service was rendered in other than a war 
period. There is also for consideration what precedential effect the 
enactment of these bills might have with respect to requests for addi- 
tional wartime benefits, such as hospital and domiciliary care and 
burial benefits, for the group within the purview of the bills, and other 
comparable groups. 

There are no records in the Veterans’ Administration on which to 
base a worthwhile estimate of the cost of the proposed legislation. 

In view of the discriminatory features of H. R. 707 and H. R. 754, 
their departure from what is considered sound policy governing the 
granting of pension benefits, and as either bill could be a precedent 
for costly legislation, it is my opinion that neither bill should be 
enacted. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that en- 
actment of the proposed legislation would not be in accord with the 
program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. V. Hiaiey, Administrator. 
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Rates of pension based upon age, non-service-connected disability, or death under 
laws reenacted by the act of Aug. 13, 1935, as amended or supplemented 
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VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., March 4, 1956. 
Hon. Ourn E. Treacue, 
Chairman, C ommittee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Treacue: This has reference to your requests for reports 
by the Veterans’ Administration on the identical House Joint Resolu- 
tions 65, 94, 110, 115, and 124, 84th Congress, entitled “Joint resolu- 
tion placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of 
the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in 
the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, 
in the same status as those who served in the Armed Forces during 
the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors.” This will also 
serve as a reply to your request for a report on a similar resolution, 
House Joint Resolution 183, 84th Congress. 

The purpose of these resolutions is to provide service pension under 
the conditions and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by 
Public, No. 269, 74th Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter 
amended, for any person who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States or in the armed forces of the Insular Government of 
the Philippine Islands, in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, 
or in the islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior 
to the first day following the last armed engagement between such 
armed forces and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province 
or island in which he served, and who was honorably discharged from 
the enlistment in which such service occurred, and to the surviving 
unremarried widow, child, or children of such person. No pension 
would be paid for service after December 31, 1913. For the ready 
reference of the committee there is furnished herewith a table showing 
the pension rates currently payable to veterans and their dependents 
under the mentioned laws. 
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Section 3 of each resolution provides that the proposed legislation 
shall be effective the first day of the calendar month in which it is 
approved. This, of course, could result in a retroactive effective date, 
the desirability of, or need for which is not apparent. Presumably 
it is not intended to require the payment of pension for any period 
prior to application therefor filed subsequent to enactment of the 
legislation. 

Except for the proposal to grant pension based on service in the 
insular forces, these resolutions are similar in purpose to bills which 
have been introduced in the Congress over a number of years. The 
most recent examples are H. R. 55 and others in the 83d Congress, 
as well as H. R. 707 and 754, 84th Congress, on which the Veterans’ 
Administration submitted reports under dates of March 11, 1953, and 
February 1, 1955, respectively, to your committee (Committee Print 
No. 14, 83d Cong., and Committee Print No. 13, 84th ¢ Cong.). As 
you are aware, after hearings on H. R. 55 and other 83d Congress 
bills, your committee favorably reported a bill, H. R. 5380, to the 
House on June 10, 1953 (H. Rept. No. 534, 83d C ong.) where it was 
pending at the close of that Congress. 

Persons comprehended by the resolutions, except members of the 
insular forces referred to in section 2 of each resolution, are presently 
entitled to all benefits prescribed by law for former members of the 
Regular Establishment, or as they are sometimes called, peacetime 
veterans. It is felt that a brief reference to benefits now available 
to such veterans and their dependents would be helpful to the com- 
mittee in its consideration of these resolutions. 

Present benefits include compensation at peacetime rates for disa- 
bilities resulting from personal injury or disease contracted in line 
of duty or for an aggravation of a preexisting injury or disease con- 
tracted or suffered in line of duty and not the result of the person’s 
own misconduct. Compensation at peacetime rates is also payable 
to dependents on account of the death of such veterans from service- 
connected causes. Compensation is payable at wartime rates for 
disabilities incurred in line of duty as a result of armed conflict or 
extrahazardous service, including such service under conditions simu- 
lating war, and for death from such disabilities, pursuant to paragraph 
1 (c), part II, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended. Veterans 
entitled to compensation at wartime or peacetime rates are entitled 
to additional compensation for dependents if their service-connected 
disability is rated at not less than 50 percent. 

Persons comprehended by these resolutions, except those referred 
to in the mentioned section 2, who were discharged for disability 
incurred in line of duty or who are in receipt of compensation for 
service-connected disability are also entitled on the basis of such 
disability to other benefits, such as hospital treatment or domiciliary 
care, including medical treatment by the Veterans’ Administration, 
such prosthetic appliances or aids to the blind as the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs may determine to be necessary, burial allowances, 
and a burial flag. Financial assistance is afforded certain veterans 
in acquiring specially adapted housing which they require on account 
of permanent and total service- -connected disability due to certain 
conditions. Preference in Federal civilian employment is also granted 
under the Veterans’ Preference Act of 1944 (58 Stat. 387), as amended 
(5 U.S. C. 851-869), to veterans who served during a war or a cam- 
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paign or expedition for which a campaign badge has been authorized, 
or who have established the existence of a service-connected dis- 
ability, or who are receiving compensation, disability retirement 
benefits, or pension by reason of public laws administered by the 
Veterans’ Administration or service departments. Preference is also 
extended under certain circumstances to otherwise eligible dependents 
of such veterans. In connection with such preference in employ- 
ment, it should be noted that the Departments of the Army and Navy 
have authorized i issuance of a Philippine Campaign Medal to personnel 
of the respective services who meet the necessary service requirements. 
In accordance with laws administered by the Department of the 
Army, these veterans and certain of their dependents are also eligible 
to be buried in a national cemetery and to be furnished headstones or 
grave markers. 

With reference to the delimiting date July 4, 1902, made applicable 
in the subject resolutions to service in the Moro Provine ‘e, the atten- 
tion of the committee is invited to the fact that under the laws re- 
enacted by the act of August 13, 1935 (49 Stat. 614), as amended or 
supplemented (38 U. S. C. 368), service in the Moro Province to 
July 15, 1903, is recognized as wartime service. 

While the resolutions propose to extend pension benefits under the 
conditions, and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by 
Public Law 269, 74th Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter 
amended, they contain certain provisions which appear to be at 
variance with the provisions of such laws. Specifically, they would 
require the person to be “honorably discharged”; would extend 
benefits to “‘unremarried widows’’: and would include no service 
requirement as to engagement in hostilities in the Moro Province. 
It should be noted that under the laws reenacted by the act of August 
13, 1935, as amended or supplemented, only a discharge or release 
from active service under conditions other than dishonorable is 
required; service in the Moro Province after July 4, 1902, to July 15, 
1903, is required to be with the United States military forces engaged 
in hostilities; and pension is authorized in the case of a remarried 
widow whose marriage to a veteran occurred prior to January 1, 1938, 
if her ensenranel marriage or marriages has or had been dissolved 
either by death of her husband or husbands, or by divorce on any 
ground except adultery on the part of the wife. Finally, existing law 
provides that in computing pensionable service there shall be counted 
continuous active service which commenced within the applicable 
period; whereas the proviso to section 1 of the resolutions would 
preclude the computation of any continuous active service extending 
beyond the delimiting date of December 31, 1913 

Krom time to time bills have been introduced in the Congress which 
have had as their purpose the conferring of wartime benefits on 
members of the Armed Forces of the United States who served in the 
Philippines for periods subsequent to the termination of the Philippine 
Insurrection on July 4, 1902 (July 15, 1903, as regards service in the 
Moro Province). During the 78th Congress, one such bill, H. R. 
4099, was introduced, designed to confer a wartime status on those 
who served with the United States military or naval forces engaged 
in hostilities in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the 
islands of Samar and Leyte, between July 5, 1902, and December 31, 
1913, by exte ean tne official ending date of the Philippine Insurrec- 
tion to December 31, 1913, in such cases. The bill passed the House 
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of Representatives on March 27, 1944, and the Senate on November 
27, 1944, but was returned by the President to the House of Repre- 
sentatives without his approval on December 8, 1944. In his veto 
message (H. Doc. 804, 78th Cong.), the President stated: 

This measure would grant special benefits to a particular group and exclude 
other members of the Regular Military and Naval Establishments who similarly 
have been called upon, on numerous oceasions, to engage in similar military oper- 
ations in times of peace. I believe that it is sound in prineiple to abide by the 
official beginning and ending dates of wars in providing benefits, heretofore de- 
scribed, and feel that extension of the period of the Philippine Insurrection, be- 
yond that established in conformity with recognized legal precedents, would con- 
stitute sufficient deviation from that principle to invite further exceptions for 
additional groups with service in military occupations, expeditions, or campaigns 
other than during a period of war, 

With respect to the mentioned precedents, it is deemed pertinent 
to note that July 4, 1902, is the date of the President’s proclamation 
(32 Stat. 2014), that the Philippine Insurrection was at an end and 
peace established in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except the 
country occupied by the Moro tribes. July 15, 1903, the date regarded 
by the then War Department as the termination of the Philippine 
Insurrection in the Moro Province, is the effective date of the Act 
No. 787 of the Philippine Commission providing for the organization 
and government of the Moro Province under civil authority. It is 
further noted that these delimiting dates have received legislative 
sanction most recently under the act of August 4, 1951 (65 Stat. 174; 
38 U.S. C. 370g; et seq.). 

While the subject resolutions remove one of the objections made to 
H. R. 4099, 78th Congress, in that they do not extend the official 
ending date of the Philippine Insurrection or confer a wartime status, 
they would confer a special benefit, heretofore generally limited to 
war service veterans and their dependents, upon a particular group of 
peacetime veterans and their dependents, to the exclusion of other 
peacetime veterans and their dependents, including those who served 
in other campaigns, expeditions, and occupations. For your infor- 
mation, list of such campaigns, expeditions, and occupations is set forth 
on pages 974-1013 of the hearings of April 28, 1953, on H. R. 55, 83d 
Congress and other bills, before the Subcommittee on Spanish War of 
your committee. Further, the subject resolutions introduce the addi- 
tional consideration not present in the mentioned H. R. 4099, and 
similar bills subsequently considered by the Congress, of proposing 
benefits based upon service in the armed forces of the insular govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands. 

As previously mentioned, the resolutions propose to extend pension 
benefits to members of the ‘‘armed forces of the insular Government 
of the Philippine Islands,” and their dependents. The resolutions do 
not define the quoted term. It is noted, however, that there appears 
on page A-132 of the Congressional Record for January 13, 1955, an 
article submitted by the sponsor of House Joint Resolution 65, wherein 
it was indicated that the term specifically included the Philippine 
Constabulary and the Philippine Scouts. Philippine Scouts who 
served during the period covered by the resolutions were members of 
the Armed Forces of the United States and accordingly they and their 
dependents are presently eligible for benefits under laws administered 
by the Veterans’ Administration as veterans of our Armed Forces. 
Further, insofar as the Veterans’ Administration is informed, the 
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Philippine Constabulary was the only “‘armed force’’ under the insular 
government of the Philippine Islands during the period covered by the 
resolutions. It is assumed, therefore, that the term is intended to 
apply exclusively to the Philippine Constabulary. 

Act No. 175 of the Philippine Commission, July 18, 1901, under 
which the Philippine Constabulary was organized, indicates its pur- 
pose was to serve as an instrument of civil authority of the insular 
government of the Philippine Islands in the maintenance of peace, 
law, and order. They were not a part of the Armed Forces of the 
United States and are not entitled to benefits under laws adminis- 
tered by the Veterans’ Administration. Insofar as the Veterans’ 
Administration is informed, there are no United States Government 
records from which the requisite service in the Philippine Constabulary 
in the locations and during the time indicated in the resolutions could 
be established; but that such records as may exist pertinent to such 
service would be in the custody of the Government of the Republic 
of the Philippines. Furthermore, there is no present information 
concerning the adequacy of any such records as may have been made 
at that comparatively remote time, or of their present state of preser- 
vation or completeness. Thus, in this respect, it is possible serious 
difficulty of administration of that phase of the resolutions, if enacted. 
would be encountered. 

In keeping with the policy of Congress to recognize the primary 
responsibility to United States veterans having service-connected 
disabilities, and their dependents, the veterans of our Armed Forces 
encompassed by the resolutions and their dependents are presently 
entitled to compensation for service-connected disability or death, 
and at wartime rates under conditions mentioned earlier in this 
report. It has been the long established general policy of the Congress, 
however, to restrict pension to veterans of war service in the Armed 
Forces of the United States and dependents of such war veterans. 
An exception to this policy was made by the act of May 11, 1951 
(65 Stat. 40; 38 U. S. C. 745) under which pension benefits, among 
others, were extended to United States veterans of the Korean conflict 
period, and to their dependents. Enactment of the subject resolutions 
would establish a further exception to the general policy since the 
service in question was not performed during a period of war. More- 
over, since the Philippine Constabulary did not serve as a part of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, enactment would constitute a 
major departure from the traditional policy of restricting pension 
benefits to veterans of service in the Armed Forces of the United States. 

Knactment of the proposed legislation might also serve as a prece- 
dent for requests for similar legislation on behalf of veterans of the 
Armed Forces of the United States who served in other campaigns, 
expeditions, or occupations, including members of the occupation forces 
after World War I, World War II, and the Korean conflict period, 
whose only service was rendered in other than a war period, as well as 
on behalf of other groups who did not serve in our Armed Forces. 
There is also for consideration what precedential effect the enactment 
of these resolutions might have with respect to requests for additional 
wartime benefits, such as hospital and domiciliary care for persons 
residing in the United States, and burial benefits, for the groups within 
the purview of the resolutions, and other comparable groups. 
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Apart from the issues of policy and precedent involved in proposals 
to provide service pension for the groups encompassed by the resolu- 
tions, enactment would obviously be discriminatory. Attention is 
also invited to the fact that by applying Spanish-American War 
pension criteria, these resolutions, if enacted, would grant to eligible 
peacetime veterans of the Armed Forces of the United States or those 
persons who served in the Philippine constabulary, and their widows 
and children, generally more liberal pension benefits, both as to rates 
and eligibility criteria, than are provided for veterans of World War I, 
World War Ii, or the Korean conflict period, and their widows and 
children. 

There are no records in the Veterans’ Administration on which to 
base a worthwhile estimate of the cost of the proposed legislation. 

In view of the discriminatory features of the resolutions, their 
departure from what is considered sound policy governing the granting 
of pension benefits, and as any such resolution could be a precedent 
for costly legislation, it is my opinion that none should be enacted. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that 
enactment of the proposed legislation would not be in accord with 
the program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 


H. V. Hieuey, Administrator. 


Rates of pension based upon age, non-service-connected. disability, or death under 
J 4 ” 
laws reenacted by the act of Aug. 13, 1935, as amended or supplemented 


90 days’ or more 
service; or less 


. a 70 to 89 
Type of benefit disability incur. | 289s 
red in service in ScEvIOS 
line of duty 
A. Veterans benefits: 
Age 62 or more, or 10 percent or more disabled $101. 59 $67.73 
Helpless or blind or so nearly helpless or blind as require regular 
aid and attendance “ 135. 45 88. 04 
B. Dependents benefits: 

Widows .__._- i eas ‘ 54.18 (1) 
Wife during service __- 67. 73 (1) 
Additional for each child . J ; 8.13 (1) 

Children, no widow: 
1 child (to age 16)_ 62. 31 
Each additional child (to ze 16)... . 8.13 (i 
1 child (age 16 or over) - ; 27. 30 (1) 
2 children (age 16 or ove r) pe es 40. 95 (1) 
3 children (age 16 or over) 2 54. 60 (1) 
Each additional child (age 16 or over) : 7. 56 (‘) 

! No provision. 
VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETER oy: AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., March 1, 1955. 


Hon. Orin E. Tracue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Teacur: Reference is made to your re quest for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 714, 84th ¢ ‘ongress, a bill 
to provide greater security for veterans of the Spanish-American War, 
including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, in the 
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granting of emergency hospital care by the Veterans’ Administration, 
which reads as follows: 


That Public, Numbered 62, Seventy-sixth Congress, approved May 3, 1939, as 
amended, by the Act of September 19, 1950, Public Law 791, Eighty-first Congress, 
is hereby amended by changing the proviso to read as follows: “Provided, That 
veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the 
Philippine Insurrection, who are in need of out-patient treatment, shall, upon 
application for such out-patient treatment by the Veterans’ Administration, be 
deemed, for the purposes of such out-patient treatment, or for emergency hospital 
care incident to such treatment, to have incurred their diseases or disabilities as a 
direct result of military or naval service, in line of duty, during such war.” 


The language which is italicized indicates the change in existing law 
which would be accomplished by the bill, if enacted. 

The bill would confer on eligible veterans of the Spanish-American 
War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, 
the right to receive emergency hospital care for disabilities not shown 
to be service connected in private hospitals at Government expense 
when such emergency hospital care is incident to necessary outpatient 
treatment for which they have been determined to be eligible by the 
Veterans’ Administration after due application for such outpatient 
treatment. 

H. R. 714 is identical with H. R. 2573, 83d Congress, and H. R. 
2418, 82d Congress, with respect to which the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion reported to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs on April 2, 1953 
(Committee Print No. 31), and August 28, 1951 (Committee Print 
No. 167), respectively, and is similar in general purpose to H. R. 7112, 
83d Congress, with respect to which the Veterans’ Administration 
reported to the committee on April 4, 1954 (Committee Print No. 236). 

Under existing law, eligible veterans suffering from service-con- 
nected disabilities have a right to be afforded care and treatment by 
the Veterans’ Administration, and if beds are not available in Veterans’ 
Administration hospitals, or other Federal hospitals which have agreed 
to accept veterans, arrangements may be made to place them in suit- 
able State, county, municipal, or private hospitals at Government 
expense. Male war veterans suffering from non-service-connected 
disabilities generally are eligible for hospital care therefor only if 
beds are available in Veterans’ Administration or other Federal Govy- 
ernment hospitals. They may not be placed in State, county, muni- 
cipal, or private hospitals at Government expense. It is, however, 
the policy of the Veterans’ Administration to give emergent cases, 
otherwise eligible, first consideration for hospital care, regardless of 
whether the disability, disease, or defect is due to military or naval 
service. Thus, veterans of the Spanish-American War group whose 
cases, because of advanced age or other cause are medically emergent, 


would be accorded priority consideration for admission to Veterans’ - 


Administration hospitals. 

As above indicated, veterans of the Spanish-American War group 
are potentially entitled to hospitalization for emergent conditions in 
Veterans’ Administration hospitals or other Government hospitals 
having beds available for the treatment of veterans. However, the 
committee will wish to note that such factors as age, place of residence 
in relation to Veterans’ Administration and other Government hos- 
pitals, and difficulties of travel associated with the existence of emer- 
gency conditions are not uniquely related to this group and might be 
urged as grounds for special consideration in behalf of other veterans. 
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The committee will wish to consider whether the adoption of the 
principle of this proposal would, in effect, single out for preferential 
treatment a particular war group and therefore present a serious 
question of precedent as to other and larger groups. 

There is accordingly for consideration whether veterans of other 
wars reaching an age status comparable to that of the Spanish- 
American War group may not urge similar action on their behalf 
and, thus, whether the principle in “the bill of private hospitalization 
at Federal expense for veterans with disabilities not actually service 
connected might not have far-reaching results. 

As reflected by the quoted language above, the existing provisions 
of Public Law 791, 81st Congress, merely grant outpatient treatment 
to veterans of the Spanish-American War upon application and with- 
out any showing that the disabilities for which treatment is required 
resulted from military or naval service. That law does not include 
hospitalization in connection with such outpatient treatment. It is 
noted that the present bill would not include emergency hospital care 
independently of an application for outpatient treatment. The lan- 
guage of the law, with the proposed amendment, would provide that 
veterans of the specified war group who are in need of outpatient 
treatment shall, upon application therefor, be deemed for the pur- 
poses of such outpatient treatment, or for emergency hospital care 
incident to such treatment, to have incurred their diseases or disa- 
bilities as a direct result of service during such war. It would appear 
that emergency hospital care in a non-service-connected case in a 
private hospital could be afforded under these provisions only if there 
had been an application for and possibly a showing of need for out- 
patient treatment. If the intention is to cover a situation where the 
veteran had not previously applied for and received outpatient treat- 
ment but needs and applies for emergency hospital care in a private 
institution, it is believed the bill should be clarified. 

While the bill itself would be of limited application and would 
probably not entail a large increased cost to the Government, it is 
apparent from the foregoing considerations that it presents an im- 
portant question of policy in the area of hospitalization of veterans 
in other than Federal Government facilites for non-service-connected 
disabilities, which may carry with it implications extending well 
beyond this particular leididies proposal. 

3ecause of the various uncertain factors, it is impossible to estimate 
with any degree of accuracy the cost of the bill, if enacted. It is 
apparent that some additional expenditures would be required, though 
they would probably be relatively small because of the limited numbers 
involved. It is estimated that as of July 1, 1955, there will be approx- 
imately 71,000 living veterans of the Spanish-American War group. 

For the foregoing reasons I would not recommend favorable consider- 
ation of this legislation. It would be my view that the effects of the 
bill, if enacted, would be far-reaching and would stimulate demands 
for similar benefits in behalf of veterans of later wars. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that 
enactment of the proposed legislation would not be in accord with 
the program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. V. Hietey, Administrator. 


61734—55——2 
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VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF 
VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., March 17, 1956. 
Hon. Ourn E. Teacue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Teacue: This has reference to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 2998, 84th Congress, a bill 
to extend pension benefits to persons who served on certain vessels 
operated by the Army during the war with Spain, the Philippine 
Insurrection, and the China Relief Expedition. 

The purpose of the bill is to confer pension benefits upon certain 
persons who served as civilians during the war with Spain, the Philip- 
pine Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition, as members of the 
crews of vessels operated under the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster 
General of the Army for the transportation of troops or military stores. 

H. R. 2998 is identical with bills which have been introduced in the 
Congress over a number of years. The most recent example is H. R. 
1847, 83d Congress, which was unfavorably reported by the Subcom- 
mittee on Spanish War of your committee on May 21, 1953, and which 
was pending before the committee at the close of that Congress. 
The Veterans’ Administration submitted a report on the bill under 
date of April 23, 1953 (Committee Print No. 50). 

If this bill is enacted, the pension benefits granted to veterans of 
military or naval service during the war with Spain, the Philippine 
Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition, by sections 1 and 3 of 
the act of June 2, 1930 (46 Stat. 492;38 U.S. C. 365, 365b), as amended 
would be granted to the civilian group referred to above. Under 
section 1, monthly pension of $101.59 at age 62, or for permanent 
nonservice-connected disability of at least 10 percent, is payable to 
such veterans who served a minimum of 90 days (or less if discharged 
for disability incurred in service in line of duty) and who were dis- 
charged under conditions other than dishonorable. Under section 3, 
the lesser monthly rate of $67.73 is authorized under the same con- 
ditions for veterans who served from 70 to 89 days in the mentioned 
war period. 

In the past, a number of bills have been introduced in the Congress 
for the purpose of granting benefits to various civilian employees who 
served during the Spanish-American War, including the Philippine 
Insurrection and the China Relief Expedition, and also to those who 
served in other wars in which the United States has been engaged. 
In general, these groups do not have pensionable status. On pages 
1017 to 1020 of the hearings before the Subcommittee on Spanish War 
of your committee, on H. R. 55, 83d Congress, and other bills, April 
28, 1953, are listed a great number of bills introduced for the benefit 
of civilian groups employed in the several wars, which have been 
considered by the Congress. 

During the 79th Congress, a bill (H. R. 1498) was introduced, 
designed to have the entire service of the crew members who served 
on ¢ertain revenue cutter vessels during the Spanish-American War 
recognized as naval service. The bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate but was returned by the President to the 
House of Representatives without his approval on August 1, 1946. In 
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his veto message (H. Doc. No. 763, 79th Cong.) the President con- 
cluded as follows: 
During the wars in which the United States has engaged, large numbers of 
persons have rendered valuable assistance in civilian capacity to our Armed Forces. 
In granting veterans benefits, Congress has long differentiated between active 
military service and civilian employment with the Armed Forces. Approval of 
the bill would constitute a departure from this policy which I cannot justify. 
With respect to the service of civilian employees, it is recognized 
that many of those who served during the Spanish-American War 
were subject to certain dangers and hazards. They generally received 
pay in excess of that allowed military or naval personnel. While 
they rendered very worthwhile services in behalf of the Nation, they 
were not subject to strict military discipline nor have they been 
regarded as components of the Armed Forces proper. Rather, their 
services have been regarded as being merely accessory to the military 
and naval forces. 
As is evident from the character of legislation enacted by the Con- 
gress, it has been the long-established general policy to limit benefits 
of this type to persons who served in active military or naval service 
and to dependents of such persons. ‘The proposed legislation would 
be a distinct departure from this policy. By singling out a restricted 
group of civilians for special legislative treatment, enactment of the 
bill would be discriminatory as to the many other civilian groups who 
served with the Armed Forces of the United States during the war 
here involved and later wars, and may well serve as a precedent for 
similar requests on behalf of such other civilian groups. Although 
H. R. 2998 deals only with service pension payable under sections 1 
and 3 of the act of June 2, 1930, its enactment might also serve as a 
precedent upon which to base requests for granting the group of civil- 
ians encompassed by the bill all the other types of benefits which are 
accorded to those who served in the active military or naval service 
during the Spanish-American War, including the Philippine Insurrec- 
tion and China Relief Expedition. ‘Those benefits include an increased 
pension rate for an entitled veteran who becomes helpless or blind, or 
so nearly helpless or blind as to need or require the regular aid and 
attendance of another person, service-connected disability compensa- 
tion, hospitalization and domiciliary care, burial allowance, and death 
pension and compensation for depe ndents. 
There are no adequate statistical facts upon which to base an esti- 
mate of the cost of this bill if enacted. However, for the information 
of the committee, it is noted that a study of the ages of all sii deve 
of the Spanish-American War on the pension rolls as of June 30, 1954, 
shows their average age to be 77.4 years, and that all such ve iP rans 
have attained the : age ‘of 66 years. It is probable that the persons to 
which H. R. 2998 pertains would fall within the same age pattern. 
It may also be noted with respect to cost that, if the principle of 
granting benefits of this nature to civilians is established, quite prob- 
ably such a precedent might lead to a very heavy drain upon the 
Treasury of the United States. 
Benefits under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration 
should be limited, in my opinion, to persons who rendered active 
service in our Armed Forces, and their dependents. Accordingly, 
and as H. R. 2998 could be a precedent for costly legislation, I do not 
favor its enactment 
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Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Bidget that there 


would be no objection to the submission of this unfavorable report to 
the committee. 


Sincerely yours, 
JOHN S. PATTERSON, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator), 





VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 


Washington 25, D. C., March 17, 1956. 
Hon. Ouin E. Treacue, 


Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Teacue: This is in reply to your request for a report by 
the Veterans’ Administration relative to H. R. 2867, 84th Congress, 
a bill to increase the monthly rates of pension payable to widows 
and former widows of deceased veterans of the Spanish-American 
War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection. 

The bill proposes to increase the rates of non-service-connected death 
pension payable to the widows and former widows of veterans of the 
Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and Philippine 
Insurrection, under laws reenacted by the act of August 13, 1935 
(49 Stat. 614), as amended and supplemented. 

Pursuant to section 2 of the act of May 1, 1926 (44 Stat. 382), 
as reenacted by the act of August 13, 1935, supra, and as amended (38 
U.S. C. 364 (a)), non-service-connected death pension is payable to 
otherwise eligible widows, former widows, and children of veterans of 
the Spanish-American War, Philippine Insurrection, or Boxer Rebel- 
lion, who served 90 days or more, and were discharged or released 
from active service under conditiors other than dishonorable, or were 
discharged for, or died in service of, a disability contracted in service 
in line of duty. To be entitled to such pension, the widow, among 
other things, must have been married to the veteran prior to January 
1, 1938. The current monthly rates of pension payable to such 
widows, former widows, and children are as follows: 


Widows and former widows: 


Regardless of age $54. 18 
Wile during service 67. 73 
Additional for each child 8. 13 
Children, where there is no widow: 
1 child (to age 16) 62. 31 
Each additional child (to age 16) total equally divided 8. 13 
1 child (age 16 or over)______ ; ‘ ; 27. 30 
2 children (age 16 or over)_____-- : 40. 95 
3 children (age 16 or over) __- 54. 60 
Each additional child (age 16 or over : . 7. 56 


Section 1 of H. R. 2867, if enacted into law, would establish a 
unifrom rate of $75 per month payable both to a widow or former 
widow who was the wife of the service person during his period of 
service and to those who married the service person thereafter. 
Further, section 2 of the act of May 1, 1926, provides in part that 
where there is no widow or one not entitled to pension under any law 
granting additional pension to minor children, the minor children 
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under 16 years of age shall be entitled to the pension provided for the 
widow. Based on this provision it has been held that the child 
succeeds to the entire pension of the widow including the additional 
allowance made for the child. Accordingly, the bill, if enacted, would 
also increase the rate of non-service-connected pension payable to such 
child from $62.31 to $83.13. , 

The act of June 24, 1948 (62 Stat. 645; 38 U.S. C. 3641), liberalized 
the conditions of entitlement to such non-service-connected pension 
by providing an alternative marriage fate applicable to mien widows 
who married the veterans subsequent to December 31, 1937. Section 
1 of that act provides that the unremarried widow of a salen in of the 
Spanish-American War, Boxer Rebellion, and Philippine Insurrection, 
who is barred from the receipt of pension because her marriage to the 
veteran occurred subsequent to December 31, 1937, but who otherwise 
entitled to pension under the act of May 1, 1926, as reenacted and 
amended, shall be entitled to pension, at the $54.18 rate set forth 
above, if she is dependent, has attained the age of 60 vears, and married 
the veteran 10 or more years prior to his death and lived with him 
continuously from the date of marriage to the date of his death except 
where there was a separation which was due to misconduct of, or 
procured by, the veteran without the fault of the widow. Section 2 
of H. R. 2867 would increase the rate of pension payable to such 
widows from $54.18 to $75 per month. 

The most, recent increase in the rates of non-service-connected death 
pension payable to widows, former widows, and children of deceased 
veterans of the Spanish-American War group was provided by the 
act of August 28, 1954 (68 Stat. 916; 38 U.S. C. 750), which granted a 
5-percent increase in the rates of pension payable to such persons, 
among others. It appears from the congressional debates on the bill 
which became the act of August 28, 1954, that the increased rates were 
predicated on the increased cost of living. In this connection, it is 
noted that the Consumer Price Index of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
United Stated Department of Labor, for August 1954, was 115 points 
and for January 1955, 114.3 points (1947-49=100 points), a slight 
decrease. 

In recognition of a primary responsibility to veterans suffering 
service-connected disabilities and to the de ‘pendents of veterans w hose 
deaths resulted from injuries or diseases occasioned by active military 
service, it has been the general policy of the Congress to provide 
greater monetary benefits for cases of service-connected death of 
veterans than for cases in which death resulted from non-service- 
connected causes. It will be noted that the $75 rate of non-service- 
connected death pension which the bil proposes to authorize for 
widows of veterans of the Spanish-American War group would exceed 
by $5.40 the rate of service-connected death compensation payable to 
widows of veterans of peacetime service. In addition, the $83.13 
rate of death pension proposed for a child where there is no widow 
entitled to pension would be $16.13 greater than the wartime rate of 
service-connected death compensation and $29.53 greater than ” 
peacetime rate of service-connected death compensation, payable t 
such child, under existing law. Accordingly, it would appear that 
enactment of this bill would constitute a deviation from the general 
policy noted above. 
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There is also for consideration what precedential effect the enact- 
ment of H. R. 2867 might have with respect to requests for similar 
increases in the rates of both service-connected and non-service-con- 
nected death and disability benefits payable to veterans and their 
dependents generally. 

It is estimated: that the enactment of H. R. 2867 would affect 
approximately 80,800 cases of deceased veterans of the Spanish- 
American War, Boxer Rebellion, and Philippine Insurrection during 
the first year, at an additional cost for that year of approximately 
$19,473,000. Since it is believed that this pension roll will be basically 
static for the next several years, it is estimated, in conformance with 
paragraph 7, Bureau of the Budget Circular A-19, that the annual 
cost of the bill, if enacted, for each of the next 5 years would be 
between 19 and 20 million dollars. 

In view of the recent increase in the rates of pension, the fact that 
the cost of living has not risen since that time, and as H. R. 2867 
could be a precedent for extremely costly legislation, I do not believe 
that the bill merits favorable consideration. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that there 
would be no objection to the submission of this report to the com- 
mittee and that for the reasons stated therein the enactment of H. R. 
2867 would not be in accord with the program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN S. PaTTrerson, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator). 





VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 12, 1956. 
Hon. Ourn E. Teacue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Teacue: This is in reply to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 4945, 84th Congress, a bill 
to provide certain benefits for persons who served as contract surgeons 
or contract dental surgeons during the war with Spain, the Philippine 
Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition. 

The purpose of the bill is to confer pension benefits based on age 
upon contract surgeons and contract dental surgeons who served 
90 days or more between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902, inclusive. 

Under the provisions of section 1 of the act of May 24, 1938 (52 
Stat. 440; 38 U.S.C. 370), as amended and supplemented, all persons 
who served 90 days or more in the military or naval service of the 
United States between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902, inclusive, 
and who were discharged therefrom under conditions other than 
dishonorable, or who having served less than 90 days were discharged 
for disability in service incurred in line of duty, upon reaching the 
age of 65 years and making proof of such fact to the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration are entitled to pension in the amount of $101.59 monthly. 
H. R. 4945, if enacted, would render acting assistant surgeons (con- 
tract surgeons) and acting assistant dental surgeons (contract dental 
surgeons) who served honorably for at least 90 days between April 
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21, 1898, and July 4, 1902, inclusive, potentially eligible for this 
pension. 
Section 2 of H. R. 4945 provides that any benefits granted there- 
under shall commence on the date of filing application therefor, or 
date of enactment whichever is the later. The provisions of this 
section are not entirely clear. For the purposes of this report, it is 
assumed that it is not intended the bill require a review of all applica- 
tions disallowed prior to date of its enactment, and that the effective 
date of any benefit under the bill would be the date of receipt of 
application therefor filed after the date of enactment. 
Acting assistant or contract surgeons who served during the period 
covered ‘by H. R. 4945 and who were disabled by any wound or injury 
received or disease contracted in line of duty while actually perform- 
ing the duties of assistant surgeon or acting assistant surgeon with 
any military force in the field, or in transitu, or in a hospital, are 
eligible for service-connected disability compensation and for hospital- 
ization for service-connected conditions. Further, persons who 
served overseas as contract surgeons of the Army between April 21, 
1898, and July 4, 1902, are eligible for hospits alization for non-service- 
connected conditions. There is no law administered by the Veterans’ 
Administration which specifically mentions contract dental surgeons, 
and search has failed to discolse any regulation or legal opinion which 
affirms or denies eligibility of contract dental surgeons to the men- 
tioned compensation and ‘hospitalization benefits. It is clear, how- 
ever, that pension based on age or non-service-connected disability 
has never been afforded contract surgeons or contract dental surgeons. 
The Judge Advocates General of the Army have held that acting 
assistant or contract surgeons had no military rank or status, and 
were no part of such establishment, but me rely civilian employees: 
although amenable to military jurisdiction when employed in the 
field with an army in time of war, they were not subject to military 
orders in general, like an officer or a soldier, but only to such orders 
or directions as properly pertained to the performance of their particu- 
lar duties, and were not eligible for detail as members of a military 
court, though subject to trial by one; that they were neither privates, 
noncommissioned officers, nor officers, although assimilated as to 
duties, pay, and status to assistant surgeons of the Army, and were 
“creatures solely of Army regulations and orders, which are executive 
mandates wholly powerless to constitute them officers of the Army”’ 
(Digest of Opinions of the Judge Advocates General of the Army, 
Revised Edition 1901, pp. 112 to 114). With regard to contract 
dental surgeons, it should be noted that section 18 of the act of Feb- 
ruary 2, 1901 (31 Stat. 752), authorized the Surgeon General of the 
Army with approval of the Secretary of the Army, to employ contract 
dental surgeons “under the terms and conditions applicable to Army 
contract surgeons.”’ 
In the past, a number of bills have been introduced in the Congress 
for the purpose of granting benefits to various civilian employees, 
including contract surgeons, who served during the war with Spain 
and also to those who served in other wars in which the United States 
has been engaged. In general, these groups do not have pensionable 
status. In this connection, reference is made to hearings before the 
Subcommittee on Spanish War of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 83d Congress, Ist session, on H. R. 1847 
and other bills, April 28, 1953, pages 1017 to 1020, on which are listed 
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a great number of bills introduced for the benefit of civilian groups 
employed in the several wars, which have been considered by the 
Congress. 

During the 79th Congress, a bill (H. R. 1498) was introduced de- 
signed to have the entire service of the crew members who served on 
certain revenue cutter vessels during the Spanish-American War 
recognized as naval service. The bill passed the House of Represen- 
tatives and the Senate, but was returned by the President to the House 
of Representatives without his approval on August 1, 1946. In his 
veto message (H. Doc. 763, 79th Cong.), the President concluded 
as follows: 

During the wars in which the United States has engaged, large numbers of 
persons have rendered valuable assistance in a civilian capacity to our Armed 
Forces. In granting veterans benefits, Congress has long differentiated between 
active military service and civilian employment with the Armed Forces. Ap- 
proval of the bill would constitute a departure from this policy which I cannot 
justify. 

As is evident from the character of legislation enacted by the 
Congress, it has been the long-established general policy to limit 
benefits under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration to 
persons who served in the active naval or military services and the 
dependents of such persons. The proposed legislation would be a 
distinct departure from this long-established policy. The singling 
out of contract surgeons and contract dental surgeons who served 
between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902, for special legislative treat- 
ment would be discriminatory as to such surgeons who served during 
other periods as well as other civilian groups who served with the 
Armed Forces of the United States during the war here involved and 
later wars, and might well serve as a precedent for similar requests 
on behalf of the mentioned civilian groups. 

There are no adequate statistical facts upon which to base an 
estimate of the cost of the bill, if enacted. It is believed, however, 
that the number of persons who would be eligible would be so few that 
the first year’s cost of the proposed bill would be relatively small. 
However, it may be noted with respect to cost that if the principle of 
granting benefits of this nature to civilians is established, it would 
constitute a broad precedent which might very well be far reaching 
and expensive. 

Benefits under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration 
should be limited, in my opinion, to persons who rendered active 
service in our Armed Forces, and their dependents. Accordingly, 
the Veterans’ Administration does not favor the enactment of H. R. 
4945. 

Advice was received from the Bureau of the Budget with respect to 
a similar report on an identical bill (S. 1211, 84th Cong.) that there 
would be no objection by that Office to the submission of the report 
to the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. V. Higitey, Administrator. 
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VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 14, 1958. 
Hon. Ouin E. TEeaGaue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
louse of Representatives, Vv ‘ashington 25, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Teacue: This has reference to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 4069, 84th Congress, a bill 
to extend the benefits of the pension laws to certain male nurses who 
served under contract with the United States between April 21, 1898, 
and February 2, 1901. 

The purpose of the bill is to grant veterans’ benefits to a restricted 
group of male civilian employees who served with the Armed Forces 
of the United States during the period which begins with the com- 
mencement of the Spanish-American War and extends into the period 
of the Philippine Insurrection and Boxer Rebellion. This purpose 
would be accomplished by providing that all laws administered by the 
Veterans’ Administration which extend benefits to any woman who 
served honorably as a nurse, chief nurse, or superintendent of the 
Nurse Corps under contract with the United States for 90 days or 
more between April 21, 1898, and February 2, 1901, be extended to 
include any man who served honorably in any such capacity under 
contract with thé United States for 90 days or more between those 
dates. 

H. R. 4069 is identical with, or similar in purpose to, bills which 
have been introduced in the Congress over a number of years. The 
most recent example is H. R. 7436, 83d Congress, which was pending 
before your committee at the close of that Congress, and on which the 
Veterans’ Administration submitted a report under date of March 29, 
1954 (Committee Print No. 220). 

Under existing law, otherwise qualified women contract nurses who 
served on or after April 21, 1898, and before February 2, 1901, who 
were released under conditions other than dishonorable, are eligible 
for benefits on the same basis as a veteran of the Spanish-American 
War. Such benefits include compensation for servic e-connected dis- 
ability and additional compensation on account of dependents in 
event the claimant’s disability is found to be 50 percent or more 
disabling; pensions for non-service-connected disability or age; 
medical, hospital and domiciliary care, including the furnishing of 
prosthetic appliances; outpatient treatment; allowances for funeral 
and burial expenses; and a burial flag 

H. &. 4069, if enacted, would render certain male nurses, who served 
honorably as civilians under contract with the U ited States for 
90 days or more between April 21, 1898, and February 2, 1901, 
potentially eligible to receive the foregoing benefits. However, it is 
not clear whether, upon the death of such a person, the bill is intended 
to render his dependents eligible for monetary death benefits. It is 
also noted that in referring to ‘‘pension laws’’ the title of H. R. 4069 
is more restrictive than its text. 

The legislative history of the acts granting pension and hospital 
benefits to female nurses who served honorably under contract 
during the period in question indicates that consideration was given 
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to the fact that prior to February 2, 1901, when the Nurse Corps 
(female) was declared a component part of the Army, there was no 
service in which a female could enlist, and that service under contract 
was the only manner in which a female was allowed to serve. The 
contract nurses were paid $30 per month, took the oath of allegiance, 
were under military discipline, wore uniforms with the emblem of the 
Medical Department, received the same rations and quarters as 
enlisted men, and worked under the same conditions as enlisted men. 

Male contract nurses serving with the Armed Forces during the 
period in question were not precluded from enlistment in the military 
or naval service. These male nurses were civilian employees. There 
were also many other classes of civilian employees serving with the 
Armed Forces under contract during this period, such as employees of 
the Quartermaster Corps, assistant and contract surgeons, veter- 
inarians, and teamsters. 

In the past, a number of bills have been introduced in the Congress 
for the purpose of granting benefits to various civilian employees who 
served during the Spanish-American War, including the Philippine 
Insurrection and the Boxer Rebellion, and also to those who served 
in other wars in which the United States has been engaged. In general, 
these groups do not have pensionable status. On pages 1017 to 1020 
of the hearings before the Subcommittee on Spanish War of your coni- 
mittee, on H. R. 55, 83d Congress, and other bills, April 28, 1953, 
are listed a great number of bills introduced for the benefit of civilian 
groups employed in the several wars, which have been considered by 
the Congress. 

During the 79th Congress, a bill (H. R. 1498) was introduced, de- 
signed to have the entire service of the crew members who served on 
certain revenue cutter vessels during the Spanish-American War 
recognized as naval service. The bill passed the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate but was returned by the President to the House of 
Representatives without his approval on August 1, 1946. In his veto 
message (H. Doc. No. 763, 79th Cong.) the President concluded as 
follows: 

During the wars in which the United States has engaged, large numbers of 

rsons have rendered valuable assistance in civilian capacity to our Armed 

orces. In granting veterans benefits, Congress has long differentiated between 
active military service and civilian employment with the Armed Forces. Approval 
of the bill would constitute a departure from this policy which I cannot justify. 

As is evident from the character of legislation enacted by the 
Congress, it has been the long-established general policy to limit 
benefits under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration to 
persons who served in active military or naval service and to depend- 
ents of such persons. The proposed legislation would be a departure 
from this policy. By singling out the restricted group of civilians 
encompassed by the bill for special legislative treatment, enactment 
would be discriminatory as to the many other civilian groups who 
served with the Armed Forces of the United States during the war 
period here involved and later wars, and might well serve as a precedent 
for similar requests on behalf of such other civilian groups. 

It is estimated that approximately 135 persons might be entitled 
to pensions under H. R. 4069 at a cost of approximately $171,000 
during fiscal year 1956. The future costs would decrease by approxi- 
mately 11 percent each year, from the preceding year, through the 
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fiscal year 1960. It may also be noted with respect to cost that, if the 
principle of granting benefits of this nature to civilians is esté ablished, 
uite probably such a precedent might lead to a very heavy drain on 
the Treasury of the United States. No worthwhile estimate of the 
cost of furnishing hospitalization and other benefits which would be 
authorized by the bill, if enacted, can be submitted. 
Benefits under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration. 
should be limited, in my opinion, to persons who rendered active 
service in our Armed Forces, and their dependents. Accordingly, 
and as H. R. 4069 could be a precedent for costly legislation, I do not 
favor its enactment. 
Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that there 
would be no objection to the submission of this unfavorable report 
to the committee. 
Sincerely yours, 
H. V. Hiciey, Administrator. 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Wash ington 25. te U. April 18, 1955. 
Hon. Onin E. Treacue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of ORCS, Washington i. 2. G. 


Dear Mr. Treacur: Reference is made to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 5055, 84th Congress, a bill 
to provide that service of cadets and midshipmen at the service 
Academies during specified periods shall be considered active military 
or naval wartime service for the purposes of laws administered by the 
Veterans’ Administration, which provides: 

That section 10 of the Act of July 13, 1943 (Public Law 144, Seventy-eighth 
Congress; 38 U.S. C. 730), is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 10. For the purposes of laws administered by the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion, service as a cadet at the United States Military Academy or as a midshipman 
at the United States Naval Academy during the period from April 21, 1898, to 
July 5, 1902, shall be considered active military or naval service in the Spanish- 
American War; such service, or service as a cadet at the United States Coast 
Guard Academy during the period from April 6, 1917, to November 12, 1918, shall 
be considered active military or naval service to World War I; and all such service 
during the period December 7, 1941, to December 31, 1946, shall be considered 
active military or naval service in World War IT,” 

Section 10 of the act of July 13, 1943 (Public Law 144, 78th Cong.), 
which the bill proposes to amend, presently provides as follows: 

Sec. 10. Service as a cadet at the United States Military Academy or as a 
midshipman at the United States Naval Academy or as a cadet at the United 
States Coast Guard Academy on or after December 7, 1941, and before termina- 
tion of hostilities incident to the present war as determined by proclamation of 
the President or by concurrent resolution of the Congress shall be considered 
active military or naval service in World War II for the purposes of laws adminis- 
tered by the Veterans’ Administration. 

For many years it has been the general rule that cadets at the 
United States Military Academy and midshipmen at the United States 
Naval Academy were not, while pursuing their regular courses of 
instruction, in the active military service within the meaning of that 
term as used in laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration. 
By the enactment of section 10 of the mentioned act of July 13, 1943, 
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Congress provided for an exception to this rule in the case of service 
at the Academies during World War II, but cadets and midshipmen 
who attended the Academies during the periods of other wars, and who 
were disabled by reason of wounds or injuries or diseases contracted 
while pursuing the prescribed course of instruction and in line of duty 
are not entitled to wartime rates of compensation unless they were so 
disabled while assigned to duties constituting war service, which 
includes practice cruises at sea but excludes practice Maneuvers at 
West Point. However, cadets and midshipmen who were disabled 
while attending the Military and Naval Academies during war periods 
or any other period are entitled to compensation at peacetime rates 
as prescribed by law (Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), pt. I1) by virtue 
of having had a ‘‘pensionable status” as officers of the Army and Navy 
under the general pension law. If suffering from permanent total 
disability not connected with any period of service, the pension rates 
authorized therefor are payable only if the service requirements 
thereof were met while such persons were assigned tc »ractice cruises 


or otherwise actually assigned to active duty during the period of: 


hostilities as specified i in said regulation. 

In connection with the legislation extending active service status to 
cadets and midshipmen who attended the Academies during hostilities 
of World War II (December 7, 1941, to noon, December 31, 1946), 
the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation, in House Report 
No. 463, to accompany H. R. ae 78th Congress, Ist session, stated, 
in pertinent part, as follows 

' As many of those who are now being enrolled or inducted in the active 
military or naval service are continued or enrolled in schools for prescribed courses 
of instruction as a part of their military training for service during the present 
war, it is believed that cadets at the United States Military Academy and mid- 
shipmen at the United States Naval Academy and cadets at the United States 
Coast Guard Academy, particularly in view of the intensive training programs 
prescribed for these groups, should occupy a similar status and that their service 
while pursuing courses of instruction at these Academies for any period on or 
after December 7, 1941, and prior to termination of hostilities incident to the 
present war, should be considered as active militarv or naval service. 

If enacted, H. R. 5055 would render a cadet or a midshipman, 
disabled while attending a service academy as the result of injury or 
disease contracted in line of duty during the period from April 21, 
1898, to July 5, 1902, or the period from April 6, 1917, to November 12 
1918, eligible to receive compensation at the ‘wartime rate. Also, a 
cadet or a midshipman who attended a service academy between the 
specified dates would, if otherwise eligible, become entitled to pension 
for non-service-connected permanent total disability without the 
present requirement of having been assigned to the particular duty 
noted above. Further, service as a cadet or a midshipman between 
April 21, 1898, and July 5, 1902, would be cognizable for the purpose 
of service pension under the service pension acts reenacted by Public, 
No. 269, 74th Congress. The benefit of hospitalization for non- 
service-connected disabilities, now available to veterans with war 
service, would also be authorized for the persons concerned if the bill 
is enacted. 

With respect to death benefits, the widow, child, or dependent 
parent of an individual who died as the result of injury or disease 
incurred in or aggravated by service as a cadet or midshipman during 
the specified periods would, if otherwise eligible, become entitled under 
H. R. 5055, if enacted, to compensation at the wartime rate prescribed 
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by law. In addition, the surviving widow, child, or children of a 
deceased person who served at one of the service academies during the 
mentioned periods would apparently become entitled to the Spanish- 
American War service pension under the mentioned service pension 
acts or to the World War I service pension provided under Public, 
No. 484, 73d Congress, June 28, 1934, as amended by Public Law 
483, 78th Congress, provided the other requirements thereof were met. 

The bill, if enacted, might be construed to entitle midshipmen and 
cadets who served on or after April 6, 1917, and before November 11, 
1918, to automatic insurance under the provisions of section 401 of 
the War Risk Insurance Act as amended by section 12, Public No. 104, 
66th Congress, which granted automatic insurance to any person in 
the active service on or after April 6, 1917, and before November 11, 
1918, who, prior to the expiration of 120 days after October 15, 1917, 
or 120 days after entrance into active service, died or was disabled 
without having applied for insurance. Due to the lapse of more than 
30 years since the service in que stion was performed, provision for 
automatic insurance for such individuals who claim to have become 
permanently and totally disabled during the time ss insuranc ‘e Was 
in force would require administrative determinations of facts which 
occurred many years ago, which facts are not now readily ascer- 
tainable. 

it is not clear whether the bill is intended to render midshipmen or 
cadets of the World War I period eligible for adjusted compensation 
under the World War Adjusted Compensation Act, as amended. 
This act provides that adjusted service credit be computed upon the 
basis of active service after April 5, 1917, and before July 1, 1919 
(38 U.S. C. 601); that application for benefits be filed on or before 
January 2, 1940 (38 U.S. C. 612); and that in computing adjusted 
service credit a! allowance be made for service as a cadet or mid- 


shipman (38 U.S. C. 602). 
Information is ne available upon which to base an estimate of the 
cost of the bill, if enacted. However, it is believed that relatively 


small numbers of persons would be affected and that the cost of paying 
initial or increased benefits granted under the bill would not be great. 

As previously indicated, it has been the general rule that cadets and 
midshipmen at the Academies have not been considered in the active 
military or naval service within the meaning of that term under laws 
administered by the Veterans’ Administration. In the case of such 
persons serving during World War Il, however, Congress made an 
exception to this general rule by section 10 of the act of July 13, 1943, 
supra. It should also be noted that by virtue of a specific provision 
in the Servicemen’s Indemnity Act (Public Law 23, 82d Cong., 
April 25, 1951), cadets and midshipmen are now deemed to be in 
the active service for the purposes of the $10,000 free death indemnity. 
The pe nding bill presents a question of f police: v for determination by 
the Congress, upon which the Veterans’ Administration has no 
recommendation. In this connection, it may be of interest to note 
that similar bills in previous Congresses, H. R. 7739, 81st Congress, 
and H. R. 2384, 82d Congress, passed the House of Representatives 
on May 15, 1950, and June 20, 1951, respectively. Neither bill 
received favorable consideration by the Senate. 

For the purposes generally of laws administered by the Veterans’ 
Administration the Spanish-American War period (including the 
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Philippine Insurrection) extends from April 21, 1898, to and including 
July 4, 1902, and the period of World War I extends from April 6, 
1917, to and including November 11, 1918. Accordingly, if the bill 
receives further consideration by your committee, it is suggested 
that it be amended to change the terminal dates of each of these 
periods and, for clarity, to add the word “‘inclusive,”’ after each stated 
period, as well as the World War II period. It is also noted that the 
word “to” in line 6, page 2, should be “‘in’’. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that there 
would be no objection to the submission of this report to your com- 
mittee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun S. PATTERSON, 
Deputy Administrator 
. (For and in the absence of the Administrator). 





VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 
oF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 18, 1966. 
Hon. Ourn E. Traaue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Teacue: Reference is made to your request for reports 
by the Veterans’ Administration on identical joint resolutions, House 
Joint Resolution 151 and House Joint Resolution 190, 84th Congress, 
each entitled ‘Joint resolution placing individuals who served in the 
temporary forces of the United States Navy during the Spanish- 
American War in the same status as those individuals who served in 
the Army for equal periods of time during that war and who were 
given furloughs or leaves upon being mustered out of the service.” 

House Joint Resolution 151 and House Joint Resolution 190 are 
identical with House Joint Resolution 471, House Joint Resolution 
477, and House Joint Resolution 480, 83d Congress, on which the 
Veterans’ Administration submitted a report to your committee under 
date of April 9, 1954 (Committee Print No. 235), a copy of which is 
enclosed. The views expressed in the mentioned report on House 
Joint Resolution 471, House Joint Resolution 477, and House Joint 
Resolution 480 are equally applicable to House Joint Resolution 151 
and House Joint Resolution 190, 84th Congress. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the 
presentation of this report and that, for reasons stated therein, the 
Bureau concurs in recommending against favorable consideration of 
this legislation by your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun S. Parrerson, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator). 
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[No. 235] 
ComMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFrraiRs, House oF REPRESENTATIVES 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1954. 
Hon. Epirnh Nourse RocGers, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Deak Mrs. Rocers: Reference is made to your request for reports _by the 
Veterans’ Administration on identical joint resolutions, House Joint Resolution 
471, House Joint Resolution 477, and House Joint Resolution 480, 83d Congress, 
each entitled, “Joint resolution placing individuals who served in the temporary 
forces of the United States Navy during the Spanish-American War in the same 
status as those individuals who served iu the Army for equal periods of time 
during that war and who were given furloughs or leaves upon being mustered 
out of the service.” 

The joint resolutions provide that for the purposes of all laws reenacted by 
the act of August 13, 1935 (49 Stat. 614; 38 U.S. C., secs. 368, 369), and acts 
amendatory or supplemental to such laws, in the case of any individual who was 
a member of the temporary forces of the United States Navy during the Spanish- 
American War and who received a discharge under conditions other than dis- 
honorable during the period in which General Orders No. 130, of the War Depart- 
ment, dated August 29, 1898, was in effect, the period of active service of such 
individual shall be held and considered to be increased by 30 days for each month’s 
extra pay which he received under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1899 (30 
Stat. 1214). 

House Joint Resolution 471, House Joint Resolution 477, and House Joint 
Resolution 480, 83d Congress, are similar in purpose to House Joint Resolution 
207, 83d. Congress, on which the Veterans’ Administration submitted a report to 
the committee under date of April 23, 1953 (Committee Print No. 51). : 

General Orders, No. 130, of the War Department, dated August 29, 1898, to 
which the resolutions refer, provided, in part, as follows: 

“1, Except the officers and men required by paragraph 5 for the necessary 
guard details, etc., leaves of absence for 60 days and furloughs for the same 
period will be granted all officers and enlisted men of organizations which have 
served beyond the limits of the United States, and 30 days to officers and men 
of organizations which have not served beyond the limits of the United States 
when such organizations are ordered to be mustered out of service. 

“2. Such leaves of absence and furloughs will be granted by the commanding 
officers after organizations have arrived at State rendezvous, all to take effect 
on one date for 30 days or 60 days, as the case may be, and all officers and men 
must without fail report at the rendezvous on the 30th or 60th day thereafter. 
Any officer or man failing to so report will be considered and reported as a deserter. 
unless prevented from doing so by sickness, which must be satisfactorily explained 
by the certificate of a reputable physician and the fact noted on the rolls.”’ 

The operation of this general order was terminated, in effect, by the act. of 
January 12, 1899 (30 Stat. 784), which provided in part: 

“That in lieu of granting leaves of absence and furloughs to officers and enlisted 
men belonging to companies and regiments of United States Volunteers prior to 
muster out of the service, all officers and enlisted men belonging to volunteer 
organizations hereafter mustered out of the service who have served honestly 
and faithfully beyond the limits of the United States shall be paid 2 months’ 
extra pay on muster out and discharge from the service, and all officers and en- 
listed men belonging to organizations hereafter mustered out of the service who 
have served honestly and faithfully within the limits of the United States shall 
be paid 1 month’s extra pay on muster out.and discharge from the service, from 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: * * *.” 

Subsequent to the passage of this act, with respect to which instructions were 
issued by War Department General Orders, No. 13, January 17, 1899, extra pay 
was given to qualified Army personnel in lieu of furloughs and leaves of absence 
previously allowed under the above-referred to General Orders, No. 130. 

Similar provisions with regard to extra pay for naval personnel were prowided 
by the act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214), which provided in part: 

“The officers and enlisted men comprising the temporary force of the Navy 
during the war with Spain who served creditably beyond the limits of the United 
States, and who have been or may hereafter be discharged, shall be paid two 
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months’ extra pay; and all such officers and enlisted men of the Navy who have 
so served within the limits of the United States, and who have been or may here- 
after be discharged, shall be paid one months’ extra pay.” 

It would seem from the wording of General Orders, No. 130, and the general 
military situation at the time of its issuance that the furloughs and leaves of 
absence authorized thereunder were granted for the convenience of the Govern- 
ment, inasmuch as the Army was not prepared to formally muster out the mem- 
bers of the organizations involved. Although the men were not engaged in the 
performance of any military duties while on furlough, they were required to hold 
themselves in readiness to report to a designated rendezvous at the expiration 
of sueh furlough or sooner, if ordered to do so. Actual discharge certificates 
were not prepared and the men were required to report back to their organiza- 
tions under penalty of court-martial. 

If provision should be made at this time, as proposed by the subject resolu- 
tions, for granting similar extensions of service time for all Navy personnel who 
were discharged under conditions other than dishonorable during the time Gen- 
eral Orders, No. 130, was in effect, regardless of the length or character of the 
service rendered, the actual effeet would be to allow gratuitous periods of service 
for individuals who were not under naval control at the time in question for the 
purpose of qualifying them for service pension benefits under all laws reenacted 
by the act of August 13, 1935 (Public, No. 269, 74th Cong.). The status of such 
persons who were unconditionally discharged from service is distinguishable 
from that of the persons granted furloughs or leaves of absence pursuant to 
General Orders, No. 130. 

Such an extensicn of service credit to these naval veterans would create an 
injustice with respect to veterans of the Army who were separated from service 
subsequent to January 17, 1899, the effective date of the act heretofore referred 
to which discontinued the granting of furloughs and leaves of absence for military 
personnel. 

Generally, veterans of the war with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the 
China Relief Expedition, who are entitled to benefits predicated upon a minimum 
of 70 days’ service, occupy a more favorable position in regard to service pensions 
than do veterans of either World War [ or World War [i whose entitlement to 
pension is conditioned upon 90 days’ service. It is conceivable under the proposed 
resolutions that a veteran having as little as 10 days’ naval service and the widow 
or child-or children of a veteran having as little as 30 davs’ service could qualify 
for service pension based on the constructive service increment provided by the 
resolutions. 

With respect to the form of the bill, attention is invited to the fact that the act 
of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214), provided extra pay for naval personnel similar 
to that provided for Army personnel by the act of January 12, 1899 (30 Stat. 784), 
and General Orders, No. 13, January 17, 1899, instead of “benefits comparable 
to those granted members of the Army under such General Orders Numbered 
130” (lines 16 through 18 of the joint resolutions). Such “‘benefits’’ were in the 
nature of leaves of absence and furloughs. 

With respect to the cost of the proposed resolutions, there are two groups of 
Navy veterans who are potential beneficiaries: (1) Those now on the pension 
rolls on the basis of 70 davs’ service who might become eligible for the higher 
pension rates provided for-‘those having 90 davs’ service; and (2) those veterans 
who have less than 70 davs’ service who might become entitled to pension | enefits 
at either the 70- or 90-day service rate. It is further observed that an additional 
number of dependents of veterans within both groups would become eligible for 
pensions if anv one of the resolutions is enacted. There are no statistics avail- 
able, however, upon which to base an accurate determination as to the actual 
number of cases involved, and, therefore, it is not possible to estimate the probable 
cost of any one of the resolutions, if enacted. 

Because of the precedential and discriminatory aspects of the proposals, | am 
unable to recommend favorable consideration thereon by vour committee. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised the Veterans’ Administration with re- 
spect to a bill, House Joint Resolution 207, 83d Congress, having substantiallv 
the same purpose, that it recommends against favorable consideration of this 
legislation by the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. V. Hiauey, Administrator. 
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VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 18, 1955. 
Hon. Ourn E. Treaaue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. TreaGueE: Reference is made to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 4210, 84th Congress, a bill 
to provide a method whereby wartime service can be established in 
the case of veterans of the Spanish-American War whose records 
cannot be found. 

H. R. 4210 is identical with H. R. 5143, 83d Congress, on which 
the Veterans’ Administration submitted a report to your committee 
under date of April 9, 1954 (Committee Print No. 237), a copy of 
which is enclosed. The views expressed in the mentioned report on 
H. R. 5143 are equally applicable to H. R. 4210, 84th Congress. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the 
submission of this unfavorable report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN S. PATTERSON, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator). 


[No. 237] 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, Hovusr oF REPRESENTATIVES 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1954. 
Hon. Epiru Nourse RoGers, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mrs. Rogers: This refers to your request for a report by the Veterans’ 
Administration on H. R. 5143, 83d Congress, a bill to provide a method whereby 
wartime service can be established in the case of veterans of the Spanish-American 
War whose records cannot be found. 

The bill proposes that for the purposes of the laws administered by the Veterans’ 
Administration, in the case of any individual who claims to have served in the 
active military or naval service at any time during the period beginning April 21, 
1898, and ending August 25, 1898, with respect to whom no record of such service 
ean be found, if the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is furnished with affidavits 
from three veterans, each of whom swears or affirms that he served in the same 
unit with such individual in the active military or naval service at any time during 
such period, in the absence of affirmative evidence to the contrary, such individual 
shall be deemed to have served in the active military or naval service during the 
period beginning April 21, 1898, and ending August 25, 1898, to have served 90 
days or more during the period beginning April 21, 1898, and ending July 4, 1902, 
and to have received an honorable discharge. 

Under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration, the delimiting dates 
of the war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, and the Boxer Rebellion are 
from April 21, 1898, to July 4, 1902. However, for persons.serving in the Moro 
Province, the date is extended to July 15, 1903. 

H. R. 51438, if enacted into law, would, in effect, render such persons, as to whom 
proof of service is furnished as outlined therein, potentially entitled to those bene- 
fits generally available to veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the 
Philippine Insurrection and the China Relief Expedition, under laws administered 
by the Veterans’ Administration, as well as other Federal agencies. Further, it 
would be a conclusive determination by legislative action that such persons 
received an honorable discharge after 90 days or more of such service. 
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The benefits available to eligible veterans of the Spanish-American War, includ- 
ing the Philippine Insurrection and China Relief Expedition, and their dependents, 
under laws ioiaisened by the Veterans’ Administration include, among others, 
compensation for service-connected: disability, and additional compensation for 
dependents in the event the veterans’ disability is found to be 50 percent or more 
disabling; death compensation for the widow, child, and dependent parents of 
such veterans; pension for non-service-connected disability or age, and death 
pension to dependents for death of veterans from non-service-connected causes; 
medical, hospital, and domiciliary care, including the furnishing of prosthetic 
appliances; outpatient treatment; allowances for burial and funeral expenses, and 
a burial flag. 

Section 207, Public Law 601, 79th Congress, as amended, authorizes the service 
departments to correct any military or naval record where in their judgment such 
action is necessary to correct an error or to remove an injustice. It is felt that it 
should be the responsibility of the service department concerned to determine the 
fact of active service, and that resort to the administrative procedure authorized 
by section 207 of Public Law 601 should be had by any person claiming active 
service not currently of record in the service department concerned. Accordingly, 
it is suggested that your committee may desire to obtain a report from the Sec- 
retary of Defense on this proposal. 

Because of the lapse of more than 50 years since the service as contemplated 
under the bill could have been performed and the uncertainties of memory of 
events and persons at that remote time, the acceptance of affidavits as to service is 
considered a very inadequate basis for proving active service in the absence of 
official records of a department whose responsibility was to make and keep such 
records. I am therefore unable to recommend favorable consideration of H. R. 
5143 by your committee. 

There are no records in the Veterans’ Administration on which to base an esti- 
mate of the cost of the bill, if enacted. 

The Burcau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the submission 
of this unfavorable report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 





H. V. Hiaiey, Administrator. 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 19, 1955. 
Hon. Ourn E. TEeacue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Teague: This has reference to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 5058, 84th Congress, a 
bill to extend service pension benefits to persons who served on certain 
vessels operated by the Army during the Spanish-American War 
(including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection), or 
who served as teamsters with the Army during such war. 

The purpose of the bill is to confer pension benefits upon certain 
persons who served as civilians during the war with Spain, including 
the Philippine Insurrection and Boxer Rebellion, as members of the 
crews of vessels operated under the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster 
General of the Army for the transportation of troops or military 
stores, and as teamsters with the Army. 

H. R. 5058 is similar in purpose to bills which have been introduced 
in the Congress over a number of years. As to that feature relating 
to civilian crew members, the bill is similar to H. R. 2998, 84th Con- 
gress, now pending before your committee, with respect to which the 
Veterans’ Administration submitted a report under date of March 
17, 1955 (Committee Print No. 55). In reference to that phase of 
the bill concerning teamsters, the proposal is similar to H. R. 1349, 
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82d Congress, which was pending before your committee at the close 
of that Congress, and with respect to which a Veterans’ Administra- 
tion report was submitted under date of March 7, 1951 (Committee 
Print No. 57, 82d Cong.). 

If this bill is enacted, the pension benefits granted to veterans of 
military or naval service during the war with Spain, including the 
Philippine Insurrection and Boxer Rebellion, by sections 1, 2, 3 and 4 
of the act of June 2, 1930 (46 Stat. 492; 38 U. 8. C. 365 et seq.), as 
amended, would be granted to the employees referred to above who 
were honorably released from their civilian employment. Under 
section 1,,monthly pension of $101.59 at age 62, or for permanent 
non-service-connected disability of at least 10 percent, is payable to 
such veterans who served a minimum of 90 days (or less if discharged 
for disability incurred in service in line of duty) and who were dis- 
charged under conditions other than dishonorable. Under section 3, 
the lesser monthly rate of $67.73 is authorized under the same con- 
ditions for veterans who served from 70 to 89 days in the mentioned 
war period. Under sections 2 and 4, increased rates of $135.45 and 
$88.04, respectively, are authorized for a person entitled under sec- 
tion 1 or 3 who, on account of age or physical or mental disabilities, 
becomes helpless or blind or so nearly helpless or blind as to need or 
require the regular aid and attendance of another person. 

In the past, a number of bills have been introduced in the Congress 
for the purpose of granting benefits to various civilian employees who 
served during the Spanish-American War, including the Philippine 
Insurrection and Boxer Rebellion, and also to those who served in 
other wars in which the United States has been engaged. In general, 
these groups do not have pensionable status. On pages 1017 to 1020 
of the hearings before the Subcommittee on Spanish War of your 
committee, on H. R. 55, 83d Congress, and other bills, April 28, 1953, 
are listed a great number of bills introduced for the benefit of civilian 
ee employed in the several wars, which have been considered 

y the Congress. 

During the 79th Congress, a bill (H. R. 1498) was introduced, 
designed to have the entire service of the crew members who served 
on certain revenue cutter vessels during the Spanish-American War 
recognized as naval service. ‘The bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate but was returned by the President to the 
House of Representatives without his approval on August 1, 1946. 
In his veto message (H. Doc. No. 763, 79th Cong.) the President 
concluded as follows: 


During the wars in which the United States has engaged, large numbers of 
persons have rendered valuable assistance in civilian capacity to our Armed 
Forces. In granting veterans benefits, Congress has long differentiated between 
active military service and civilian employment with the Armed Forces. Approval 
of the bill would constitute a departure from this policy which I cannot justify. 

With respect to the service of civilian employees, it is recognized 
that many of those who served during the Spanish-American War 
were subject to certain dangers and hazards. They generally received 
pay in excess of that allowed military or naval personnel. While 
they rendered very worthwhile services in behalf of the Nation, they 
were not subject to strict military discipline nor have they been 
regarded as components of the Armed Forces proper. Rather, their 


services have been regarded as being merely accessory to the military 
and naval forces. 
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As is evident from the character of legislation enacted by the 
Congress, it has been the long-established general policy to limit 
benefits of this type to persons who served in active military or naval 
service and to dependents of such persons. The proposed legislation 
would be a distinct departure from this policy. By singling out 
restricted groups of civilians for special legislative treatment, enact- 
ment of the bill would be discriminatory as to the many other civilian 
groups who served with the Armed Forces of the United States during 
the war here involved and later wars, and may well serve as a prec- 
edent for similar requests on behalf of such other civilian groups. 
Although H. R. 5058 deals only with service pension payable under 
the act of June 2, 1930, its enactment might also serve as a precedent 
upon which to base requests for granting the groups of civilians en- 
compassed by the bill all the other types of benefits which are accorded 
to those who served in the active military or naval service during the 
Spanish-American War, including the Philippine Insurrection and 
Boxer Rebellion. Those benefits include service-connected disability 
compensation, hospitalization, medical treatment, domiciliary care, 
burial allowance, and death pension and compensation for dependents. 

There are no adequate statistical facts upon which to base an 
estimate of the cost of this bill if enacted. However, for the in- 
formation of the committee, it is noted that a study of the ages of 
all veterans of the Spanish-American War on the pension rolls as of 
June 30, 1954, shows their average age to be 77.4 years, and that all 
such veterans have attained the age of 66 years. It is probable that 
the persons to which H. R. 5058 pertains would fall within the same 
age pattern. It may also be noted with respect to cost that, if the 
principle of granting benefits of this nature to civilians is established, 
quite probably such a precedent might lead to a very heavy drain 
upon the Treasury of the United States. 

Benefits under laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration 
should be limited, in my opinion, to persons who rendered active 
service in our Armed Forces, and their dependents. Accordingly, and 
as H. R. 5058 could be a precedent for costly legislation, I do not favor 
its enactment. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that there 
would be no objection to the submission of this unfavorable report to 
the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN S. PATTERSON, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator). 





VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 19, 1955. 
Hon. Ourn E. Treacue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. TraGue: Reference is made to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 5056, 84th Congress, a 
bill to provide greater security for persons retired after service during 
the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and Philip- 
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pine Insurrection, in the granting of outpatient treatment by the 
Veterans’ Administration. 

The purpose of the bill is to provide to persons retired after service 
in the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the 
Philippine Insurrection, the outpatient treatment authorized by 
Public Law 791, 81st Congress, September 19, 1950, in the same 
manner as is now authorized for veterans who were discharged from 
such service. 

For the convenience of the committee there is enclosed a copy of 
Public, No. 62, 76th Congress, as amended, with the amendment 
proposed by H. R. 5056 underscored. 

Under the provisions of Public Law 791, 81st Congress, veterans of 
the Spanish-American War group who are in need of outpatient 
treatment, upon application for such treatment by the Veterans’ 
Administration are deemed for the purpose of the treatment to have 
incurred their diseases or disabilities as a direct result of military or 
naval service, in line of duty during such war. This has the effect 
of providing outpatient treatment for non-service-connected dis- 
abilities. 

Section 6, Public, No. 2, 73d Congress, as amended, authorizes the 
furnishing of ‘“‘medical and hospital treatment for diseases or injuries”’ 
to “men discharged from the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast 
Guard for disabilities incurred in line of duty or to those in receipt of 
pension for service-connected disability.’’ It will be noted that to be 
eligible for outpatient treatment the veteran must have been dis- 
charged from the military service or be in receipt of compensation for 
a service-connected condition. 

A person who was retired without having been discharged does not 
meet these requirements unless he elects, under Public Law 314, 78th 
Congress, May 27, 1944 (38 U.S. C. 26 (c)), to receive disability com- 
pensation for a service-connected disease or ‘injury vy from the Veterans’ 
Administration. However, most Spanish-American War veterans are 
in receipt of pension not for service-connected disability but primarily 
because they served in active military or naval service during the 
requisite period of time. These persons would not be eligible for 
outpatient treatment benefits under Public Law 791, 81st Congress, 
should they waive their retirement pay in order to receive such pension 
from the Veterans’ Administration. 

The subject bill would remove the distinction existing between 
discharged and retired veterans of the Spanish-American War and 
extend to those veterans retired from active service the same out- 
patient benefits under Public Law 791, 8ist Congress, as are now 
enjoyed by discharged veterans. 

The exact number of persons who would be affected by the bill is 
not known but it is believed that the number would be small and 
composed almost exclusively of officers of the then Regular Establish- 
ment which was small. On the basis of current data it is impossible 
to make any definite estimate of the increased costs which would be 
occasioned by the bill but it is believed they would be relatively small. 

In view of the small number of veterans involved, the fact that 
administrative procedures of the Veterans’ Administration would be 
simplified and also because the bill would correct an inequity now 
existing between persons discharged and those retired after serving 
in the Spanish-American War, the Veterans’ Administration would 
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have no objection to favorable consideration of the bill by the 
committee. 

Due to the urgent request of the committee for a report on this 
measure, there has not been sufficient time in which to ascertain from 
the Bureau of the Budget the relationship of the proposed legislation 
to the program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN S. PatTrEerson, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator). 


Act or May 3, 1939 (PuBuiic, No. 62, 76TH Conca.) 


With Amendment Proposed by H. R. 5056, 84th Congress, Italicized 


AN ACT To provide domiciliary care, medical and hospita! treatment, and burial benefits to certain veter- 
ans of the Spanish-American War, the Philippine Insurrection, and the Boxer Rebellion 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in addition to persons entitled to domiciliary 
care, medical and hospital treatment, and burial benefits under the provisions of 
sections 6 and 17, Public Law Numbered 2, Seventy-third Congress, as amended 
(U.S. C., title 38, secs. 706 and 717), and regulations issued pursuant thereto, as 
amended, those persons recognized as veterans of the Spanish-American War, 
including the Boxer Rebellion and Philippine Insurrection, under public laws in 
effect on March 19, 1933, are hereby included within the provisions of the afore- 
said section 6, as amended, and the second proviso of the aforesaid section 17, and 
and regulations issued pursuant thereto, as amended, in the same manner and to 
the same extent as the provisions are now or may hereafter be applied to veterans 
of any war as specified therein: Provided, That veterans of the Spanish-American 
War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, who are in 
need of outpatient treatment, shall, upon application for such outpatient treat- 
ment by the Veterans’ Administration, be deemed, for the purposes of such out- 
patient treatment, to have incurred their diseases or disabilities as a direct result 
of military or naval service, in line of duty, during such war. The benefit author- 
tzed by this proviso shall be extended to veterans who were retired from active service in 
the same manner as is now authorized for veterans who were discharged from such 
service. 





VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 20, 1956. 
Hon. Ourn E. Teacue, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Treacue: Reference is made to your request for a report 
by the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 5246, 84th Congress, a bill 
to provide domiciliary care, medical and hospital treatment, and out- 
patient care for veterans of the Indian wars. 

The purpose of the bill is stated in the title. Its immediate effect 
would be to confer upon veterans of the Indian wars entitled to pen- 
sion under the act of March 3, 1927, as amended (38 U.S. C. 381), or 
the act of August 25, 1937, as amended (38 U. S. C. 381-1), suffering 
from non-service-connected disabilities, the same rights to outpatient 
treatment as are available to war veterans suffering from service- 
connected disabilities. It would also exempt veterans of the Indian 
wars from limitations on outpatient dental care contained in the first 
proviso under the heading ‘‘Veterans’ Administration” in the Inde- 
pendent Offices Appropriation Act, 1955. 
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The bill proposes that in addition to persons entitled to domiciliary 
care and medical and hospital treatment under the provisions of 
section 6, Public, No. 2, 73d Congress, as amended, and regulations 
issued pursuant thereto, all veterans of the Indian wars entitled to 
pension under the act of March 3, 1927, as amended, or the act of 
August 25, 1937, as amended, be included within the provisions of 
section 6 and regulations issued pursuant thereto in the same manner 
and to the same extent as the provisions are now or may hereafter be 
applied to veterans of any war as specified therein. 

Under Veterans’ Administration regulations veterans of the Indian 
wars have the same entitlement to hospital and domiciliary care and 
outpatient treatment as veterans of other wars. The term ‘veteran 
of any war’’ insofar as Indian war veterans are concerned, under the 
regulations and precedents of the Veterans’ Administration, is held to 
mean any person who served with the forces which were mobilized for 
participation in the Indian wars. The subject bill, therefore, would 
appear to confer no additional eligibility for hospitalization or 
domiciliary care upon veterans of the Indian wars. 

Under existing law, eligible veterans suffering from service-con- 
nected disabilities have a right to be afforded care and treatment by 
the Veterans’ Administration, and if beds are not available in Veterans’ 
Administration hospitals, or other Federal hospitals which have 
agreed to accept veterans, arrangements may be made to place them 
in suitable State, county, municipal, or private hospitals at Govern- 
ment expense. Male war veterans suffering from non-service-con- 
nected disabilities generally are eligible for hospital care therefor only 
if beds are available in Veterans’ Administration or other Federal 
Government hospitals. They may not be placed in State, county, 
municipal, or private hospitals at Government expense. Admission 
to hospital for the treatment of non-service-connected disabilities is 
aaa conditioned on the applicant’s inability to defray the cost of 
hospitalization. It is the policy of the Veterans’ Administration to 
give emergent cases otherwise eligible first consideration for hospital 
care, regardless of whether the disability, disease, or defect is due to 
military or naval service. Thus, persons with status as veterans of 
the Indian wars whose cases, because of advanced age or other cause 
are medically emergent, would be accorded priority consideration for 
admission to Veterans’ Administration hospitals. 

Authority for furnishing outpatient treatment is contained in 
Veterans Regulation No. 7 (a), which was promulgated by the Presi- 
dent. pursuant to Public, No. 2, 73d Congress, March 20, 1933. 
Under the terms of this regulation the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs is authorized to furnish to eligible veterans of any war such 
medical, surgical and dental services as may be found to be reason- 
ably necessary for diseases or injuries incurred or aggravated in the 
line of duty in the active military or naval service. Should the bill be 
enacted veterans of the Indian wars entitled to pension under the 
mentioned acts would be entitled to such treatment for any disability 
for which such treatment is needed. This benefit was extended to 
veterans of the Spanish-American War group by Public Law 791, 
81st Congress, September 19, 1950. 
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Section 2 of the bill would amend the act of July 15, 1954 (68 
Stat. 477), so as to remove veterans of the Indian wars from the 
restriction imposed by the first proviso under the heading ‘‘Veterans’ 
Administration” in the Independent Offices Appropriation Act, 1955 
(Public Law 428, 83d Cong.). It may be noted that this provision 
of the subject bill is not restricted to veterans of the Indian wars 
entitled to pension under the acts of March 3, 1927, and August 25, 
1937, as amended. Under the mentioned proviso no part of the 
appropriation for fiscal year 1955 may be used for outpatient dental 
services and treatment, or related dental appliances with respect to a 
service-connected dental disability which is not compensable in 
degree unless such condition or disability is shown to have been 
in existence at time of discharge and application for treatment is 
made within 1 year after discharge or by December 31, 1954, whichever 
is the later. This limitation does not apply to adjunct outpatient 
dental services or appliances for any dental condition associated with 
and held to be aggravating disability from such other service-incurred 
or service-aggravated injury or disease. Spanish-American War 
veterans, including the Philippine Insurrection and the Boxer Rebel- 
lion, and veterans pursuing courses of vocational rehabilitation under 
the provisions of Public Law 16, 78th Congress, as amended and 
extended, were exempted from these limitations by the act of July 
15, 1954, which the subject bill proposes to amend. 

In this connection the attention of the committee is invited to the 
fact that only 24% months remain in fiscal year 1955. At the end of 
this fiscal vear the mentioned limitations contained in the Independent 
Offices Appropriation Act, 1955, will have no further effect. H. R. 
5100, 84th Congress, a bill to amend Veterans Regulation No. 7 (a) 
to clarify the entitlement of veterans to outpatient dental care was 
reported favorably by your committee on March 24, 1955 (H. Rept. 
No. 298). This bill would provide permanent restrictions on out- 
patient dental treatment for noncompensable conditions but would 
exempt from these restrictions veterans of the Spanish-American War 
group and veterans in training under the provisions of Public Law 16, 
78th Congress, as amended and extended. Should H. R. 5100 be 
enacted as reported out, veterans of the Indian wars would be subject 
to the dental treatment restrictions provided therein. 

The extension of service connection for the purpose of outpatient 
medical and dental treatment to eligible veterans of the Indian wars 
who are in need of and apply for outpatient treatment would necessi- 
tate some expenditures for that purpose. The exact number of 
veterans who might become eligible for such benefits is not known, 
although as of March 31, 1955, there were 195 veterans of the Indian 
wars on the pension rolls. In consideration of the advanced age of 
veterans of the Indian wars (average age 88 years) it is fair to assume 
that a majority might apply for outpatient treatment and that many 
who would be unable to travel would require treatment at their homes. 
On the basis of current data it is impossible to make any definite 
estimate of the increased cost of such service but it is assumed it would 
be relatively small. 

Should the bill be enacted, outpatient treatment for non-service- 
connected disabilities would be extended to another group of veterans. 
This preferential treatment has not been provided for veterans of 
other wars except in the case of the Spanish-American War group. 
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The committee may wish to consider whether veterans of other and 

later wars reaching advanced ages may not urge similar action on 

their behalf and thus whether the principle of outpatient care for 

veterans with non-service-connected disabilities, though limited by 

this proposal to a small group, might not crystallize into a firm 

precedent. 

Due to the urgent request of the committee for a report on this 

measure, there has not been sufficient time in which to ascertain from 

the Bureau of the Budget the relationship of the proposed legislation 
to the program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN S. PATTERSON, 
Deputy Administrator 
(For and in the absence of the Administrator). 


{H. R. 707, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To extend pension benefits under the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy- 
fourth Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, to certain persons who 
served with the United States military or naval forces engaged in hosilities in the 
Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, after July 4, 
1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, and to their unremarried widows, child, or children 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in any unit of the 
United States military or naval forces while such unit was engaged in hostilities 
in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, 
after July 4, 1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, who was honorably discharged 
from the enlistment in which such service occurred, and the surviving unremuar- 
ried widow, child, or children of such person, shall be entitled to pension under 
the conditions, and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 
269, Seventy-fourth Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended. 

Sec. 2. This Act shall be effective from the date it is approved. 





a ee 


[H. R. 714, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide greater security for veterans of the Spanish-American War, including 
the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, in the granting of emergency 
hospital care by the Veterans’ Administration 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That Public, Numbered 62, Seventy-sixth 
Congress, approved May 3, 1939, as amended, by the Act of September 19, 1950, 
Public Law 791, Eighty-first Congress, is hereby amended by changing the pro- 
viso to read as follows: “Provided, That veterans of the Spanish-American War, 
including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, who are in need 
of out-patient treatment, shall, upon application for such out-patient treatment 
by the Veterans’ Administration, be deemed, for the purposes of such out-patient 
treatment, or for emergency hospital care incident to such treatment, to have 
incurred their diseases or disabilities as a direct result of military or naval 
service, in line of duty, during such war”. 





[H. R. 754, 54th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


A BILL To extend pension benefits under the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy- 
fourth Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended to certain persons who 
served with the United States military or naval forces in the Philippine Islands during 
hostilities in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar and 
Leyte, after July 4, 1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, and to their unremarried widows, 
child, or children 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served ninety days or 
more in the United States military or naval forces in the Philippine Islands while 
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hostilities were in progress in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the 
islands of Samar and Leyte, after July 4, 1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, 
who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in which such service 
occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or children of such person 
shall be entitled to pension under the conditions, and at the rates prescribed by 
the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth Congress, August 13, 1935, 
as now or hereafter amended. 

Pensions to such persons entitled shall be retroactive as of their sixtieth birth- 
day. 

Sec. 2. This Act shall become effective from date it is approved. 





{H. R. 2407, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To extend service pension benefits to certain persons who served honorably as 
commissioned officers in the Philippine Constabulary 


Be it-enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who is an American citizen 
and who served honorably on active duty as a commissioned officer of the 
Philippine Constabularly during the period beginning August 8, 1901, and ending 
January 1, 1920, both dates inclusive, and the surviving unremarried widow, 
child, or children of such person, shall be entitled to pension under the conditions, 
end at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy- 
fourth Congress, as now or hereafter amended. 

Sec. 2. This Act shall take effect on the first day of the second calendar month 
which begins after the date on which it is enacted. 





[H. R. 2867, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To increase the monthly rates of pension payable to widows and former widows 
of deceased veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and 
the Philippine Insurrection 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 8 of the Act of May 1, 1926, as 
amended by section 3 of the Act of March 1, 1944 (58 Stat. 107), as amended 
(38 U. S. C. 364g), is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 8. The rates of pension payable to widows and former widows under 
the provisions of section 2 of this Act, as amended, are hereby increased to $75 
monthly.” 

Sec. 2. Section 1 of the Act of June 24, 1948 (62 Stat. 645; 38 U. S. C. 364i), is 
amended by deleting the words: “authorized by section 4 of the Act of August 7, 
1946 (Public Law 611, Seventy-ninth Congress), as amended by the Act of 
July 30, 1947 (Public Law 270, Eightieth Congress)”, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: “prescribed by section 8 of the Act of May 1, 1926, as amended 
by section 3 of the Act of March 1, 1944 (58 Stat. 107), as now or hereafter 
amended (38 U.S. C. 364g)”. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective from the first day of the second calendar 
month following its enactment. 


[H. R. 2998, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To extend pension benefits to persons who served on certain vessels operated by the 
ne See the war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, and the China Relief 
xpedition 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 1 of the Act entitled “An Act 
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers, sailors, and 
nurses of the war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, or the China Relief 
Expedition, and for other purposes”, approved June 2, 1930, as amended (U. S. C., 
1940 edition, Supp. V, title 38, sec. 365), is amended by inserting immediately 
before the period at the end thereof a colon and the following: “And provided 
further, That the provisions, limitations, and benefits of this section are extended 
to and shall include any person who served ninety days or more during the 
war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition, 
as a member of the crew of any vessel operated under the jurisdiction of the 
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Quartermaster General of the Army for the transportation of troops or military 
stores, and who was honorably released from such service”. 

Sec. 2. Section 3 of such Act (U. S. C., 1940 edition, title 38, sec. 365b) is 
amended by inserting immediately before the period at the end thereof a colon 
and the following: “And provided further, That the provisions, limitations, and 
benefits of this section are extended to and shall include any person who served 
seventy days or more during the war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, 
or the China Relief Expedition, as a member of a crew of any vessel operated 
under the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster General of the Army for the trans- 


portation of troops or military stores, and who was honorably released from such 
service”. 


{H. R. 3708, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To extend pension benefits under the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy- 
fourth Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, to certain persons who 
served with the United States military or naval forces engaged in hostilities in the 
Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar, Leyte, and Luzon, after 
July 4, 1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, and to their unremarried widows, child, or 


children 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in any unit of 
the United States military or naval forces while such unit was engaged in hos- 
tilities in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands of Samar, 
Leyte, and Luzon, after July 4, 1902, and prior to January 1, 1914, who was hon- 
orably discharged from the enlistment in which such service occurred, and the 
surviving unremarried widow, child, or children of such person shall be entitled 
to pension under the conditions, and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted 
by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter 
amended. 

Src. 2. This Act shall be effective from date it is approved. 


H. R. 4069, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 
A BILL To extend the benefits of the pension laws to certain male nurses who served under 
contract with the United States between April 21, 1898, and February 2, 1901 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the provisions of all laws administered 
by the Veterans’ Administration which extend benefits to any woman who served 
honorably as a nurse, chief nurse, or superintendent of the Nurse Corps under 
contract with the United States for ninety days or more between April 21, 1898, 
and February 2, 1901, are hereby extended to any man who served honorably in 
any such capacity under contract with the United States for ninety days or more 
between such dates. 


[H. R. 4210, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide a method whereby wartime service can be established in the case of 
veterans of the Spanish-American War whose records cannot be found 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That, for the purposes of the laws administered 
by the Veterans’ Administration, in the case of any individual who claims to have 
served in the active military or naval service at any time during the period be- 
ginning April 21, 1898, and ending August 25, 1898, with respect to whom no 
record of such service can be found, if the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is 
furnished with affidavits from three veterans, each of whom swears (or affirms) 
that he served in the sume unit with such individual in the active military or 
naval service at any time during such period, in the absence of affirmative evi- 
dence to the contrary, such individual shall be deemed to have served in the 
active military or naval service during the period beginning April 21, 1898, and 
ending August 25, 1898, to have served ninety days or more during the period 
beginning April 21, 1898, and ending July 4, 1902, and to have received an honor- 
able discharge. 
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[H. R. 4684, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


A BILL To increase the monthly rates of pension payable to widows and former widows 
of deceased veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the 
Philippine Insurrection 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 8 of the Act of May 1, 
1926, as amended by section 3 of the Act of March 1, 1944 (58 Stat. 107), as 
amended (38 U.S. C. 364g), is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 8. The rates of pension payable to widows and former widows under 
the provisions of section 2 of this Act, as amended, are hereby increased to $75 
monthly.” 

Sec. 2. Section 1 of the Act of June 24, 1948 (62 Stat. 645; 38 U. S. C. 364i), 
is amended by deleting the words: “authorized by section 4 of the Act of August 
7, 1946 (Public Law 611, Seventy-ninth Congress), as amended by the Act of 
July 30, 1947 (Public Law 270, Eightieth Congress)’, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: “prescribed by section 8 of the Act of May 1, 1926, 
as amended by section 3 of the Act of March 1, 1944 (58 Stat. 107), as now or 
hereafter amended (38 U.S. C. 364g).” 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective from the first day of the second calendar 
month following its enactment. 





[H. R. 4945, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide certain benefits for persons who served as contract surgeons or contract 


dental surgeons during the war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, or the China 
Relief Expedition 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 1 of the Act entitled “An 
Act granting pensions and increases of pensions to certain soldiers, sailors, and 
nurses of the war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, or the China Relief 
Expedition, approved May 24, 1988 (52 Stat. 440; U. S. C., title 38, sec. 370), 
as amended, is amended by striking out the period at the end thereof and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof a colon and the following: “And provided further, That the 
provisions, limitations, and benefits of this section are extended to and shall in- 
clude any person who served honorably as an acting assistant surgeon (contract 
surgeon) or an acting assistant dental surgeon (contract dental surgeon) for 
ninety days or more between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902, inclusive. 

Sec. 2. Any benefits granted by this Act shall commence on the date of the 
fiiling of application therefor, or on the date of enactment of this Act, whichever 
is the later. 





[H. R. 5055, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To provide that service of cadets and midshipmen at the service Academies during 
specified periods shall be considered active military or naval wartime service for the 
purposes of laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 10 of the Act of July 13, 19438 
(Public Law 144, Seventy-eighth Congress; 38 U. 8S. C. 730), is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

Sec. 10. For the purposes of laws administered by the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration, service as a cadet at the United States Military Academy or as a mid- 
shipman at the United States Naval Academy during the period from April 21, 
1898, to July 5, 1902, shall be considered active military or naval service in 
the Spanish-American War; such service, or service as a cadet at the United 
States Coast Guard Academy during the period from April 6, 1917, to Novem- 
ber 12, 1918, shall be considered active military or naval service to World War I; 
and all such service during the period December 7, 1941, to December 31, 1946, 
shall be considered active military or naval service in World War II.” 
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{H, R. 5056, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To eo greater security for persons retired after service during the Spanish 
American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and Philippine Insurrection, in the granting 
of out-patient treatment*by the Veterans’ Administration 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That, Public Numbered 62, Seventy-sixth 
Congress, approved May 3, 1939 (53 Stat. 652), as amended by Public Law 791, 
Eighty-first Congress, September 19, 1950 (64 Stat. 867; 38 U. S. C. 706a), is 
hereby amended by adding at the end thereof the following: ‘“‘The benefit author- 
ized by this proviso shall be extended to veterans who were retired from active 
service in the same manner as is now authorized for veterans who were dis- 
charged from such service.” 





[H. R. 5058, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


A BILL Te extend service pension benefits to persons who served on certain vessels operated 
by, the Army during the Spanish-American War (including the Boxer Rebellion and the 
Philippine Insurrection), or who served as teamsters with the Army during such war 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the first section of the Act of June 2, 
1930 (38 U. 8. C., sec. 365), is hereby amended by inserting immediately before 
the period at the end thereof the following: “: And provided further, That the 
provisions, limitations, and benefits of this section are extended to and shall in- 
clude any person who served ninety day or more during the period beginning 
April 21, 1898, and ending July 4, 1902, both dates inclusive— 

“(1) as a member of the crew of any vessel or vessels operated under 
the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster General of the Army for the trans- 
portation of troops or military stores, or 

“(2) asa teamster with the Army, 

and who was honorably released from such service, or to any such person, re- 
gardless of length of service, who was honorably released from such service 
before the expiration of ninety days because of disability contracted by him 
while in such service in line of duty.” 

Sec. 2. Section 2 of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 365a) is hereby amended by 
striking out “soldier, sailor, or marine, or nurse” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“person.” 

Sec. 3. Section 3 of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 365b) is hereby amended by 
inserting immediately before the period at the end thereof the following: 
“: And provided further, That the provisions, limitations, and benefits of this 
section are extended to and shall include any person who served seventy days 
or more during the period beginning April 21, 1898, and ending July 4, 1902, both 
dates inclusive— 

“(1) as a member of the crew of any vessel or vessels operated under 
the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster General of the Army for the trans- 
portation of troops or military stores, or 

“(2) asa teamster with the Army, 

and who was honorably released from such service.” 

Sec. 4. Section 4 of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 365c) is hereby amended by 
striking out “soldier, sailor, marine, or nurse” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“person.” 













































[H. R. 5246, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide domiciliary care, medical and hospital treatment, and outpatient care 
for veterans of the Indian wars 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in addition to persons entitled to 
domiciliary care and medical and hospital treatment under the provisions of 
section 6 of Public, Numbered 2, Seventy-third Congress, as amended, and regu- 
lations issued pursuant thereto, as amended, all veterans of the Indian wars 
entitled to pension under the Act of March 3, 1927, as amended (38 U. 8. C., 
sec. 381), or the Act of August 25, 1937, as amended (38 U. 8. C., sec. 381-1), are 
hereby included within the provisions of such section 6 and regulations issued 
pursuant thereto, as amended, in the same manner and to the same extent as 
the provisions are now or may hereafter be applied to veterans of any war as 
specified therein: Provided, That such veterans of the Indian wars who are in 
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need of out-patient treatment shall, upon application for such out-patient treat- 
ment by the Veterans’ Administration, be deemed, for the purposes of such out- 
patient treatment, to have incurred their diseases or disabilities as a direct 
result of military or naval service, in line of duty, during such wars. 

Sec. 2. The Act entitled ‘An Act to preserve the eligibility of certain veterans 
to dental out-patient care and dental appliances”, approved July 15, 1954 (68 
Stat. 477), is hereby amended by inserting immediately after “Boxer Rebellion” 
the following: “, veterans of the Indian wars”. 


ee 


[H. J. Res. 65, 84th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte and 
Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served in 
the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential proclamation 
of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the country 
inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply; and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ 
its Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants in the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection against 
the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof until 
in the year of 1913; and 

Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 
the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 
forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in 
armed insurrection against the authority of the United States and/or political 
subdivisions thereof; and 

Whereas it has ever been the policy of the Congress to enact uniform and all- 
inclusive pension legislation for the relief of former members of the Armed 
Forces who were employed in upholding and/or enforcing the authority of 
the United States and its political subdivisions in the States, Territories, and 
insular possessions thereof: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed 
Forces of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or 
in the islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first 
day following the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the 
United States and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island 
in which he served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in 
which such service occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or 
children of such person, shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and at 
the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth 
Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That no such 
pension shall be paid for service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this Act, the Armed Forces of the United States 
shall include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month in 
which it is approved. 


{H. J. Res. 94, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte 
and Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served 
in the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential proclamation 
of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the country 
inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply; and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ 
its Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants in 
the country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection 
against the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof 
until in the year of 1913 ; and 
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Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 
the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 
forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in 
armed insurrection against the authority of the United States and/or political 
subdivisions thereof; and 

Whereas it has ever been the policy of the Congress to enact uniform and all in- 
clusive pension legislation for the relief of former members of the Armed 
Forees who were employed in upholding and/or enforcing the authority of the 
United States and its political subdivisions in the States, Territories, and 
insular possessions thereof ; Now, therefore, be it 


Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed Forces 
of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands 
of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day following the 
last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United States and in- 
habitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island in which he served, 
and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in which such service 
oceurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or children of such 
person shall be entitled to. pension under the conditions and at the rates pre- 
seribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth Congress, 
August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That no such pension 
shall be paid for service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this Act, the Armed Forces of the United States 
shall include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month in 
which it is approved. 


{H. J. Res. 110, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte and 
Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served 
in the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors. 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential proclama- 
tion of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply; 
and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ 
its Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants of 
the country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection 
against the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof 
until in the year of 1913; and 

Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 
the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 
forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in 
armed insurrection against the authority of the United States and/or political 
subdivisions thereof ; and 

Whereas it has ever been the policy of the Congress to enact uniform and all- 
inclusive pension legislation for the relief of former members of the Armed 
Forces who were employed in upholding and/or enforcing the authority of the 
United States and its political subdivisions in the States, Territories, and 
insular possessions thereof: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed 
Forces of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the 
islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day follow- 
ing the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United States 
and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island in which he 
served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in which such 
service occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or children of 
such person shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and at the rates 
prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth Congress, 
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August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That no such pension 
shall be paid for service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this Act, the Armed Forces of the United States 
shall include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective on the first day of the calendar. month in 
which it is approved. 





[H. J. Res. 115, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte and 
Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served 
in the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential proclama- 
tion of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply ; 
and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ its 
Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants of the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection against 
the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof until 
in the year of 1913; and 

Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 
the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 
forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in 
armed insurrection against the authority of the United States and/or political 
subdivisions thereof; and 

Whereas it has ever been the policy of the Congress to enact uniform and all 
inclusive pension legislation for the relief of former members of the Armed 
lh orces who were employed in upholding and/or enforcing the authority of the 
United States and its political subdivisions in States, Verritories and insular 
possessions thereof : Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed 
Forces of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in 
the islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day 
following the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United 
States and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island in 
which he served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in 
which such service occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or 
children of such person shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and 
at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth 
Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That no such 
pension shall be paid for service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this Act, the Armed Forces of the United States 
shall include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month in 
which it is approved. 





[H. J. Res. 124, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte and 
Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served in 
the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential procla- 
mation of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply ; 
and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ 
its Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants in the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection against 


the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof until 
in the year of 1913; and 
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Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 
the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 
forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in armed 
insurrection against the authority of the United States and/or political sub 
divisions thereof ; and = 

Whereas it has ever been the policy of the Congress to enact uniform and all 
inclusive pension legislation for the relief of former members of the Armed 
Forces who were employed in upholding and/or enforcing the authority of the 
United States and its political subdivisions in the States, Territories, and insular 
possessions thereof : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed 
Forces of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the 
islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day follow- 
ing the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United States 
and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island in which he 
served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in which such 
service occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or children of 
such person shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and at the rates 
prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth Congress, 
August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That no such pension 
shall be paid for service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this Act, the Armed Forces of the United States 
shall include the Armed Forces of the insular Government of the Philippines. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month in 
which it is approved. 


{H. J. Res. 151, 84th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing individuals who served in the temporary forces of the United 
States Navy during the Spanish-American War in the same status as those individuals 
who served in the Army for equal periods of time during that war and who were given 
furloughs or leaves upon being mustered out of the service 


Whereas General Orders Numbered 130 of the War Department, which was in 
effect from August 29, 1898, until January 13, 1899, granted to members of 
the Army in the war with Spain certain mustering-out leaves of absence and 
furlough which have been recognized by the Congress as constituting pension- 
able service; and 

Whereas members of the temporary forces of the Navy were upon discharge 
granted the extra pay equivalent of the leaves of absence and furloughs allowed 
to members of the Army under the said General Orders Numbered 130; and 

Whereas the effect of such General Orders Numbered 130 has been to make 
available to Army veterans of the war with Spain certain pension rights 
which are not available to Navy veterans with comparable service: Now, 
therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, for the purposes of all laws reenacted by 
the Act of August 13, 1985 (49 Stat. 614; 38 U. S. C., secs. 368, 369), and Acts 
amendatory or supplemental to such laws, in the case of any individual who 
was a member of the temporary forces of the United States Navy during the 
Spanish-American War and who received a discharge under conditions other 
than dishonorable during the period in which General Orders Numbered 130 of 
the War Department, dated August 29, 1898, was in effect, the period of active 
service of such individual shall be held and considered to be increased by thirty 
days for each month’s extra pay which he received under the provisions of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214), which granted members of the temporary 
forces of the Navy benefits comparable to those granted members of the Army 
under such General Orders Numbered 130. 
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{H. J. Res. 183, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte and 
Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served 
in the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential proclamation 
of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the country 
inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply; and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ 
its Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants in 
the country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection 
against the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof 
until in the year 1913; and 

Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 
the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 
forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in 
armed insurrection against the authority of the United States and/or political 
subdivisions thereof; and 

Whereas official records show that during the period of the cited hostilities the 
Armed Forces of the United States took part in at least one hundred and 
three armed engagements in which there were five thousand casualties with 
fifteen individuals being awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor; and 

Whereas the Congress has heretofore wisely enacted service pension legislation 
for groups of former members of the Armed Forces who were similarly em- 
ployed in military operations to uphold and/or enforce the authority of the 
United States and its political subdivisons in the States, Territories, and 
insular possessions thereof: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed 
Forces of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the 
islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day fol- 
lowing the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United 
States and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island in 
which he served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in 
which such service occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or 
children of such person, shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and 
and at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy- 
fourth Congress, August 15, 1935, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That 
no such pension shall be paid for any service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this resolution, the Armed Forces of the United 
States shall include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Sec. 3. This resolution shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month 
in which it is approved. 








[H. J. Res. 190, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing individuals who served in the temporary forces of the United 
States Navy during the Spanish-American War in the same status as those individuals 
who served in the Army for equal periods of time during that war and who were given 
furloughs or leaves upon being mustered out of the service 


Whereas General Orders Numbered 130 of the War Department, which was in 
effect from August 29, 1898, until January 13, 1899, granted to members of the 
Army in the war with Spain certain mustering-out leaves of absence and fur- 
loughs which have been recognized by the Congress as constituting pensionable 
service ; and 

Whereas members of the temporary forces of the Navy were upon discharge 
granted the extra pay equivalent of the leaves of absence and furloughs allowed 
to members of the Army under the said General Orders Numbered 130; and 

Whereas the effect of such General Orders Numbered 130 has been to make 
available to Army veterans of the war with Spain certain pension rights which 
are not available to Navy veterans with comparable service: Now, therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representaties of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That for the purposes of all laws reenacted by 
the Act of August 13, 1935 (49 Stat. 614; 38 U. S. C., sees. 368, 369), and Acts 
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amendatory or supplemental to such laws. in the case of any individual who 
was a member of the temporary forces of the United States Navy during the 
Spanish-American War and who received a discharge under conditions other 
than dishonorable during the period in which General Orders Numbered 130 of 
the War Department, dated August 29, 1898, was in effect, the period of active 
service of such individual shall be held and considered to be increased by thirty 
days for each month’s extra pay which he received under the provisions of the 
Act of March 8, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214, 1228) which granted members of the tem 
porary forces of the Navy benefits comparable to those granted members of the 
Army under such General Orders Numbered 130. 


[H. J. Res. 249, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte and 
Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who served in 
the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 
Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Vresidential procla 

mation of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Philippine Archipelago except in the 

country inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply: 
and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to employ 
its Armed Forces, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants in the 
country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection against 
the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof until in 
the year of 1913; and 

Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 

did continue in the ilsands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, necessitating 

the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, including insular 

forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who were also in armed 
insurection against the authority of the United States and/or political subdi 
visions thereof: and 

Whereas official records show that during the period of the cited hostilities 
the Armed Forces of the United States took part in at least one hundred and 
three armed engagements in which there were five thousand casualties with 
fifteen individuals being awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor; and 

Whereas the Congress has heretofore wisely enacted service pension legisla 
tion for groups of former members of the Armed Forces who were similarly 
employed in military operations to uphold and/or enforce the authority of the 

United States and its political subdivisions in the States, Territories, and 

insular possessions threof: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed 

Forces of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in 

the islands of Leyte and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day 

following the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United 

States and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the Province or island in 

which he served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in 

which such service occurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or 
children of such person, shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and at 
the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth 

Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, Provided, That no such 

pension shall be paid for any service after December 31, 1913. 
Src. 2. For the purpose of this resolution, the Armed Forces of the United 

States include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine 

Islands. 
Sec. 3. This resolution shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month 

in which it is approved. 



































[H. J. Res. 281, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Placing certain individuals who served in the Armed Forees of the 
United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands of Leyte, 
Luzon, and Samar after July 4, 1902, and their survivors, in the same status as those who 
served in the Armed Forces during the Philippine Insurrection and their survivors 


Whereas the Philippine Insurrection was ended by the Presidential Proclama- 
tion of July 4, 1902, in all parts of the Phillippine Archipelago except in the 
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country inhabited by the Moro tribes to which the proclamation did not apply; 
and 

Whereas it was necessary for the Government of the United States to eniploy 
its Armed Forees, including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants in 
the country inhabited by the Moro tribes who were in armed insurrection 
against the authority of the United States and/or political subdivisions thereof 
until in the year of 1913: and 

Whereas notwithstanding the aforementioned proclamation, armed hostilities 
did continue in the islands of Leyte, Luzon, and Samar after July 4, 1902, 
necessitating the employment of the Armed Forces of the United States, 
including insular forces, against numerous inhabitants of the said islands who 
were also in armed insurrection against the authority of the United States 
and/or political subdivisions thereof; and 

Whereas official records show that during the period of the cited hostilities the 
Armed Forces of the United States took part in at least one hundred and three 
armed engagements in which there were five thousand casualties with fifteen 
individuals being awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor; and 

Whereas the Congress has heretofore wisely enacted service pension legislation 
for groups of former members of the Armed Forces who were similarly em- 
ployed in military operations to uphold and/or enforce the authority of the 
United States and its political subdivisions in the States, Territories, and 
insular possessions thereof: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
jmerica in Congress assembled, That any person who served in the Armed Forces 
of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the islands 
of Leyte, Luzon, and Samar, after July 4, 1902, and prior to the first day 
following the last armed engagement between the Armed Forces of the United 
States and inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in the province or island in 
Which he served, and who was honorably discharged from the enlistment in 
which such service cccurred, and the surviving unremarried widow, child, or 
children of such person, shall be entitled to pension under the conditions and 
at the rates prescribed by the laws reenacted by Public Law 269, Seventy-fourth 
Congress, August 13. 1985, as now or hereafter amended: Provided, That 
such pension shall be paid for any service after December 31, 1913. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this resolution, the Armed Forces of the United States 
shall include the armed forces of the insular Government of the Philippine Islands. 

Sree. 3. This resolution shall be effective on the first day of the calendar month 
in which it is approved. 
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INDIAN Wars oF THE Untrep StvAres SINCE 1875 roR WHicH 


PENSIONS HAVE 
SEEN ATTHORIZED 


(Report by Legislative Reference Service, Library of Congress, prepared by 
Frank J. Bertalan) 


Campaigns against the Kiowas, Comanches, and Cheyennes in Kansas, Colorado, 
Tcxras, Indian Territory, and New Mexico in 1874 and 1875 


During March 1874, various incursions of Indians took place in southern 
Kansas. Early in July, a general movement of the Cheyenne Indians in small 
war parties was made all along the frontier of Kansas, Colorado, 
Mexico. 
killed. 

Gen. Johu Pope reported from his headquarters at Fort Leavenworth, Kaus., 
that the United States Army did not have the authority to intrude on the Indian 
reservations for the purpose of punishing those who were hostile. In his annual 
report to the Secretary of War, he stated that the permission of the Interior 
Department was necessary before troops could move onto the Indian reser- 
vations.’ 


and New 
Considerable numbers of persons, largely herders and hunters, were 


General Pope subsequently received permission from the Interior Department, 
ou July 21, 1874. He arranged an expedition under Col. N. A. Miles, Fifth 
Infantry, consisting of 8 companies of the Sixth Cavalry, and 4 companies of 
the Fifth Infantry, with 8 small field guns, to move against the hostile Indians 
on their reservations. 

To act in conjunction with this main force, moving south from Camp Supply 
toward Fort Sill, General Pope ordered Major Price, Eighth Cavalry, with 4 





tU. S. War Department. Report of the Secretary of War. Washington. U.S. Govern- 
ment Printing Office, 1874, vol. 1, p. 30. 
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companies of cavalry, to move east (rom Fort Union along the Canadian River 
aus far as Antelope Hills, and there join Colonel Miles, or act independently as 
circumstances might dictate. 

General Pope had nothing further to report in 1874 regarding any meeting 
with the Indians. During the winter, the Indians were able to roam freely over 
the large plain area and out of reach of the Federal troops. The General disclosed 
his plans to kee» the troops in readiness until the matter was settled. He had 
no doubt that sooner or later a satisfactory settlement would be reached. 

William W. Belknap, the Secretary of War. reported as follows: 

“The commanding general of the Department of the Missouri (Maj. Gen, 
John Pope) reports the successful termination of the campaign against the 
Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Kiowas, Comanches, and other bands of Indians in the 
Southwest. The Cheyennes, under their principal chief, Stone Calf, surrendered 
themselves as prisoners of war, restoring the captive children, whose parents 
had been murdered by them. A remnant of this band, comprising its worst 
criminals, refused to recognize the authority of their principal chief, and 
attempted to reach the Sioux country, but were intercepted, and after a stubborn 
resistance were secured.” ? 

The campaign against the Northern Chenennes and Sioux in I876 and 1877 

Gen. George Crook reported in 1875 that the settlers along the line of the Pacific 
Railroad and in Wyoming, Nebraska, and Colorado were very much excited and 
exasperated by the repeated incursions made upon them by Indians moving down 
from the north. 

The Interior Department, particularly since Sitting Bull’s band of Indians was 
regarded as renegades by the white people and the Indians in general, decided 
that the outlaw group should no longer be permitted to roam at large, but were 
to be required to come in and settle in the reservation set apart for them. 

The recalcitrant Indians were given notice in December 1875 that they were 
to come into the reservation by January 31, 1876. If they failed to do so, they 
were informed that Federal troops would be sent for them 

In his report to the Military Division of the Missouri, General Crook stated 
that “The time having expired, and the Indians failing to embrace the terms 
offered by the Government, by direction of the lieutenant general (P. H. 
Sheridan) commanding, I commenced preparation for a campaign against these 
bands.” 

In due course, Lt. Col. George A. Custer was directed by General Crook to 
proceed up the Rosebud River with his regiment in pursuit of the Indians whose 
trail was discovered by Major Reno. In June 1876, Custer was surrounded and 
his entire command annihilated. 

During the winter of 1876-77 vigorous and protracted activities took place. 
The Federal troops continually harassed the Indians. By early summer «f 1877 
most of the Indians were back on the reservations, and by September General 
Sheridan considered the war to be over. 
Nez Perce War of 1877 

The Nez Perce Indians, according to a treaty they entered into with the United 
States, were to settle on 2 reservation near Fort Lapwai. When an agent of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs in Washington, lL). C., ordered the Nez Perces to comply 
with the order to move into the reservation, a group under Chief Joseph refused 
to doso. Military assistance was provided by the Secretary of War upon request 
of the Acting Secretary of the Interior. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his communication requesting aid, had 
written as follows: 

“Requesting military occupation of Wallowa Valley for the establishment of 
peace as recommended by said commission, and an active cooperation with this 
department in the enforcement of a policy that it is hoped will restore and main- 
tain peace in the Territories of Idaho and Washington and the State of Oregon, 
but more especially in the Wallowa Valley, which is claimed by Joseph and his 
hand of Nez Perces followers. 

“The Indian agent at Lapwai has this day been directed to take preliminary 
steps to carry into effect the several recommendations reported by the commission 
for the adjustment of the difficulties existing between these Indians and white 
settlers in that valley and the adjacent country, and, if found to be necessary, 
will be instructed to call for military aid to enforce a settlement of this question.” * 







































2 Ibid., 1875, vol. 1, p. 21. 
*Tbid., 1877, p. 586. 
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Bannock War of 1878 


Unrest and dissatisfaction on the part of the Bannock Indians was noted after 
they lost much of their original hunting grounds and were forced to accept a 
reservation not to their liking. The subsequent conflict took place in Idaho. 

The following telegraphic communications will serve to allocate the source of 
responsibility on the part of the United States Army in the Bannock War: 


HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE PACIFIC 
AND DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA, 
San Francisco, May 31, 1878. 
To General of the Army, Washington, D. C.: 

Commanding officer, Department of Columbia, telegraphs: 

“Commanding officer, Collins, Fort Boise, telegraphs as follows: 

“*Bannock Indians have been making serious threats and ordering settlers off 
Big Camas Prairie. Man arrived from there this evening reports two settlers shot 
by Indians this morning. Both wounded; got to Dixie Station, 60 miles distant. 
Ninety miles to where Indians are camped between Big Camas and Snake, in 
Lava Beds. Bannocks reported to have messengers out to chief of Pi Utes, vicinity 
of Malheur Agency. Numbers estimated 200 warriors, well armed and supplied 
with ammunition. Settlers have counted 60 lodges; 20 more, with Buffalo Horn, 
just joined them.’ Collins telegraphs, ‘Will start for scene of trouble with 75 
men tonight or tomorrow morning.’ and requests orders. 

“As the ground lies between three geographical departments, and the Bannocks 
helong to General Crook, I submit the case at once for instructions. 

“IT will order Collins to work with caution, to find if extensive outbreak is 
certain. Am not sure enough of peace with Upper Columbia Indians to deplete 


troops in that neighborhood just now. Harney, McDermitt, Hall, and Bidwell 
are the nearest.” 


I have asked General Howard, with the aid of the Governor of Idaho, to 
endeavor to do justice in this case, if it appear that the settlers have provoked 
retaliation, without appealing to arms. 

But have directed cavalry to be in readiness to proceed to Camas Prairie if 
hostilities are unavoidable. 


McDowe.., Major Generai. 


PorTLAND, OreEG., May 31, 1878. 
ADJUTANT GENERAL, 


Military Division of the Pacific, San Francisco, Calif.: 
Dispatch received. Boise telegram just at hand, as follows: 
“Captain Bernard left last night. Dispatch headquarters department received 
» 


2 a.m. today. Captain Collins left this morning to join Bernard. He will be 
cautious in his movements. 


“PATTEN, 


“Second Lieutenant, Commanding Post.” 
Will take preliminary measures for peace as directed. 
Howarp, Commanding. 


Received Headquarters Military Division Pacific and Department of Cali- 
fornia, June 1, 1878. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 1, 1878. 
General McDOwELL, 


San Francisco, Calif.: 


Your dispatch about Bannocks received. General Sheridan is advised so he 
can give orders governing the other departments. The general approves your 
views, and desires you not to regard geographical lines where operations under 
you will be effective. 

E. D. TowNsEND, 
Adjutant General. 
Received Headquarters Military Division of the Pacific and Department of 


California on June 1, 1878, and telegraphed same date to commanding general 
Department of the Columbia. 
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Cuicaeo, ILL., June 1, 1878. 
General Irvin McDOWELL, 


San Francisco: 

I have just learned from Adjutant General of the trouble at Camas Prairie, 
and have notified General Crook as follows. 

Most of the troops in Department of the Platte have gone north of Black Hills, 
but we will assist you most cheerfully to the extent of our ability. The news 
from the north yesterday looks very alarming. 

P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General. 


“Gen. GEORGE CROOK, 
Omaha, Nebr.: 


“I think it would be well to inquire of the commanding officer Fort Hall 
about condition of affairs there, and, if in your opinion necessary, send without 
delay as much force from Salt Lake or posts on the railroad as you can possibly 
spare to Fort Hall, to cooperate with the force from General McDowell's com- 
mand, or to act independently if necessary for the protection of settlers on Camas 
Prairie or adjacent country. 

“Please acknowledge receipt and telegraph action. 





































“P. H. SHERIDAN, 
“Lieutenant General.” 
Received Headquarters Military Division of the Pacific and Department of 
California, June 1, 1S878.* 


Campaign against the northern Cheyennes in 1878 and 1879 


In his annual report dated September 1879, Col. N. A. Miles stated that begin- 
ning in November and December of 1878 some of the northern Cheyenne Indians 
broke away from the reservation, and, while moving northward through the 
settlements of Kansas and Nebraska, were resisting the Federal troops and com- 
initting serious depredations. 

Gen. George Crook explained in his annual report that all available soldiers 
were at once dispatched to intercept the Cheyenne Indians who had abandoned 
their reservation, or were directed to drive them back to the grounds reserved 
for them. 

Gen. John Pope described the participation of Federal troops in his annual 
report for 1879 as follows: 

“The remainder of the northern Cheyennes at the agency in the Indian terri- 
tory have been very restless and discontented for a long time, and, under Little 
Chief, are, in my opinion, ready at any favorable time to break away to the north. 
I do not consider their feeling or status at all satisfactory, and I am omitting 
no preeautions which I have the right to take to provide against an outbreak. 
The force of cavalry in this department is wholly inadequate for anything like 
complete security against the Indians in the Indian territory. I have repeatedly 
urged an increase of cavalry force, and stated in full the necessities of the case, 
but thus far it has been found impracticable to furnish it. 

* * * + * é * 

“The bands of outlaws and horse thieves who have always infested the Indian 
territory have of late greatly increased in numbers and boldness, and, under the 
orders of the War Department, | have three cavalry companies, scouting the 
eastern part of the territory to hunt them down if possible. Most of the inhabi- 
tunts of that region, however, are in such a state of terror of these outlaws, that 
no information concerning these bands, or individuals of them, can be procured 
from them, and the troops will have a long and difficult task before them.” ° 


Campaign against the Ute Indians in Colorado and Utah, from September 1879 
November 1880, inclusive. 
The difficulties with the Ute Indians was occasioned by two principal factors: 
The lands allocated to them for their reservation contained valuable mineral 
deposits Which certain white men endeavored to exploit; and some-ef the Utes 
refused to remain within the boundaries of their reservation. 
The assignment of Federal troops resulted from a request to the General of the 
Army, W. T. Sherman, from the Secretary of the Interior, who in turn was alerted 
by the Indian Bureau. 


‘Ibid., 1878, pp. 128-129. 
5 [bid., 1879, p. 80. 
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Gen. P. H. Sheridan reported the Ute Indian difficulty as follows: 

“The recent and unexpected outbreak of the Utes at the White River agency 
seems to have been brought about, as far as I can ascertain, by local causes. The 
Indian agent wished them to engage in farming, and many of them were uncom- 
promisingly hostile to anything in the way of labor which might assist in making 
them self-supporting. As soon as a knowledge of the trouble was communicated 
by the Indian Bureau to the military authorities, a force which was deemed more 
than sufficient by the agent was sent from the nearest post, under command of 
Major Thornburgh, 4th Infantry. Before the troops reached the agency, the 
agent, Mr. Meeker, and most of his employees, were murdered by the Indians, who 
then came out and attacked Major Thornburgh’s force at a point 18 miles distant 
from the agency, killing Major Thornburgh and 12 of his men and wounding 42 
others, officers and men. The ground selected by the Indians for this attack was 
exceedingly favorable to them, and they succeeeded in beleaguering the command 
and held it until it was relieved by Colonel Merritt's command, which was thrown 
forward with great rapidity to its rescue. The troops under Colonel Merritt then 
pushed on to the agency without opposition, where they discovered the dead 
bodies of the agent and his employees. At present a large column of troops is 
held at White River agency, another large column is being organized at Fort 
Garland, and still another in the Animas Valley, pending the action of the Indian 
Bureau, through its special agent, General Adams; and these troops will be held 
at these points, awaiting the result of General Adams’ negotiations with Chief 
Ouray for the surrender of the murderers.” ° 


























Campaign against the Apache Indians in Arizona and New Mexico in 1885 and 1886 
pars { 


Contributing in some measure to the conflict with the Apache Indians was the 
occasional misunderstanding between representatives of the Indian Bureau and 
local United States Army personnel over their respective jurisdictions involving 
the Indians. The well-known leader of the fugitive Indians was Geronimo, who 
skillfully led his group several times across the border into Mexico while pursued 
by Federal troops. 

Police control over the Apaches was vested in units of the United States Army. 
The administrative arrangements were alluded to by Gen. George Crook in a 
communication to the Assistant Adjutant General in San Francisco, Calif. : 

“Sir: I have the honor to forward herewith copies of telegrams from Capt. 
Emmet Crawford, 3d Cavalry, of the 18th and 19th instants, and my reply thereto, 
and referring to these papers, to report that the present military police control 
of the White Mountain Indian Reservation is in accordance with the terms of an 
agreement entered into between the Secretary of War and Secretary of the 
Interior, July 7, 1883, which states that ‘the War Department shall be intrusted 
with the entire police control of all the Indians on the San Carlos Reservation.’ 
In accordance with the terms of this agreement and the instructions of the Secre- 
tary of War, Capt. Emmet Crawford, 3d Cavalry, was, by General Orders No. 13, 
series 1883, Department of Arizona, placed in charge of the police control of the 
reservation July 24, 1883, and is still in charge’ * * *.” 

Under date of April 20, 1886, Capt. William A. Thompson of the 4th Cavalry. 
in the Department of Arizona, United States Army, issued, in part, the following 
instructions for the information and guidance of troops serving in the southern 
portions of Arizona and New Mexico: 

“The chief object of the troops will be to capture or destroy any band, of hostile 
Apache Indians found in this section of country: and to this end the most vig- 
orous and persistent efforts will be required of all officers and soldiers until the 
object is accomplished. 

“To better facilitate this duty, and afford as far as practicable protection to 
the scattered settlements, the territory is subdivided into districts of observation 
as shown upon maps furnished by the Department engineer officer, and will be 
placed under commanding oficers to he hereafter designated. 

“Each command will have a sufficient number of troops and the necessary 
transportation to thoroughly exatuine the district of country to which it is 
assigned, and will be expected to keep such section clear of hostile Indians.” * 





6 Ibid., 1879, p. 44. 
7 Ibid., 1885, p. 180. 
8 Ibid., 1886, p. 166. 
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Campaign against the Sioux Indians in South Dakota from Nowember 1890 to 
January 1891, inclusive 


The last major Indian war involved the Sioux Indians in South Dakota, ter- 
minating in 1891. The disturbance affecting the Indians was due to several 
conditions. Reduction in the size of the reservation, and the subsequent division 
of the remaining portion into several other reservations caused considerable 
discontent. Perhaps even more disquieting was the appearance of a pretended 
prophet and Messiah, an Indian named Quoitze Ow, but commonly known as Jack 
Wilson. He prophesied a great change in the condition of all Indians with the 
result that they would be freed from the domination of the white man; that game 
in abundance would again appear in their country; and that all persons, regard- 
less of color, who opposed this transition would disappear. The Indians became 
excited. The belief inspired such fanaticism that many left the reservation and 
congregated in the Badlands of South Dakota. 

Gen. Thomas H. Ruger reported to the Adjutant General of the United States 
Army in Washington, D. C., that “interposition by military force was necessary 
to support the legal authority of the Indian agents and check the disorder to 
prevent an outbreak otherwise probable. The state of affairs not improving, 
orders were received directing the use of military force for the preservation of 
order and prevention of hostilities.” ° 

General Ruger, in the same report to the Adjutant General, explained that “by 
telegram of December 10 the division commander instructed me [General Ruger | 
to ‘direct the commanding officer at Fort Yates to consider it his especial duty to 
secure the person of Sitting Bull, using any practical means. The [Indian] agent 
at that post is under his direction, and orders for any purpose of this kind or 
any purpose affecting the police control and government of these Indians.” ” 

At least two of the agents, Palmer and Royer, reported the serious conditions 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs who in turn communicated this informa 
tion to the Secretary of the Interior. The latter official expressed his belief that 
the best plan was to send a force of soldiers sufficient to arrest and overwhelm the 
Indians. Gen. Nelson A. Miles stated in his annual report that not until the civil 
agents had lost control of the Indians and declared themselves powerless to pre 
serve peace were any troops ordered to the danger points. 


® Ibid., 1891, p. 178. 
10 Tbid., 1891, p. 181. 
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Wars, Mititary Expepitions, Occupations, CAMPAIGNS, AND Ornes Dis- 
TURBANCES, Excerpt Domestic TrovsLes, In Wich THE Unitep Srates 
Army Has Participatep Since 1859, as FurNisnep py THE Was Derarrt- 
MENT 


36. Military incidents which fall within the purview of the World War Vet- 
erans’ Act, 1924, as amended, have heen included: these incidents do not include 
engagements in which the United States Navy or the Marine Corps solely par- 
ticipated. The list is necessarily incomplete. In order to determine definitely 
whether the service claimed by the applicant entitles him to benefits under the 
legislation, any case in which there is doubt should be referred to the War Depart- 
ment for such pertinent information as may be secured. 

1860: Pah-Ute expedition, California, April 12 to July 9, 1860. 

a Kiowa and Comanche expedition, Indian Territory, May 8 to October 11, 
1 : 

1860: Carson Valley expedition, Utah, May 14 to July 15, 1860. 

1860: Attack on and murder of emigrants by Bannock Indians at Salmon Fork, 
Snake River, Idaho, September 13, 1860. 

eee Navajo expedition, New Mexico, September 12, 1860, to February 24, 
1861. 

1861-90: Apache Indian War and troubles in Arizona and New Mexico. 

1861-66: Civil War, April 15, 1861, to August 20, 1866. Actual hostilities 
commenced Apri! 12, 1861; ceased May 26, 1865. 

1862: Indian massacres at New Ulm and vicinity, Minnesota, August 17 to 23, 
1862. 

1862-67: Sioux Indian War in Minnesota and Dakota. 

1863-69: War against the Chevenne, Arapaho, Kiowa, and Comanche Indians 
in Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, and Indian Territory. 

1865-68: Indian war in southern Oregon and Idaho, and northern California 
and Nevada. 

1867-81: Campaign against Lipan, Kiowa, Kickapoo, and Comanche Indians 
and Mexican border disturbances. 

1868-69: Canadian River expedition, New Mexico, November 5, 1068, to 
February 13, 1869. 

1871: Yellowstone expedition, August 28 to October 25, 1871. 

1872: Yellowstone expedition, Dakota, July 26 to October 15, 1872. 

1872-73: Modoc campaign, November 28, 1872, to June 1, 1873. 

1873: Yellowstone expedition, Dakota, June 4 to October 4, 1873. 

1874-75: Campaign against Kiowa, Chevenne, and Comanche Indians in 
Indian Territory, August 1, 1874, to February 16, 1875. 

1874: Sioux expedition, Wyoming and Nebraska, February 13 to August 19, 
1874. 

1874: Black Hills expedition, Dakota, June 20 to August 30, 1874. 

1874: Big Hom expedition, Wyoming, August 13 to October 10, 1874. 

1875: Expedition against Indians in eastern Nevada, September 7 to 27, 1875. 

1876: Sioux expedition, Dakota, May 17 to September 26, 1876. 

1876: Powder River expedition, Wyoming, November 1 to December 31, 1876. 

1876-77: Big Horn and Yellowstone expeditions, Wyoming and Montana, 
February 17, 1876, to June 13, 1877. 

1876-79: War with Northern Cheyenne and Sioux Indians in Indian Territory, 
Kansas, Wyoming, Dakota, Nebraska, and Montana. 

1877: Nez Perce campaign, June 14 to October 5, 1877. 

1878: Bannock and Piute campaign, May 30 to September 4. 1878. 

1878: Ute expedition, Colorado, April 3 to September 9, 1878. 

1879: Snake or Sheepeater Indian troubles, Idaho, August to October 1879. 

1879 80: Ute Indian campaign in Colorado and Utah, September 21, 1879, 
to November 8, 1880. 

1890-91: Sioux Indian disturbances in South Dakota, November 1890 to 
January 1891. 

1892-96: Troubles with renegade Apache Indians, under Kidd and Massai, 
in Arizona and Mexican border. 

1895: Bannock Indian troubles, July and August 1895. 

1898: Chippewa Indian disturbances at Leech Lake, Minn., October 1898. 

1898-99: War with Spain, April 21, 1898. to April 11, 1899. Actual hostilities 
ceased on August 13, 1898, pursuant to the terms of a protocol signed on the 
previous day. Ineluding hostilities in (a) Cuba, May 11 to July 17, 1898; 
(b) Porto Rico. July 24 to August 13, 1898; (c) Philippine Islands, June 30, 
1898, to April 11, 1899. 
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1898-1902: Cuban occupation, July 18, 1898, to May 20, 1902. 

1898: Porto Rican oceupation, August 14 to December 10, 1898. 

1899-1902: Philippine Insurrection, April 11, 1899, to July 4, 1902, in all 
parts of the Philippine archipelago, except in the Moro Province. 

1900-1901: China Relief Expedition, June 20, 1900, to May 12, 1901. 

1902-3: Philippine Insurrection in the Moro Province ended July 15, 1903. 

1903-5: Philippine Islands, encounters with hostile Filipinos in which battle 
deaths occurred among the United States Army personnel. 

1905: Porto Rico, encounters with hostile Porto Ricans in which battle deaths 
occurred among the United States Army personnel. 

1906-7: Philippine Islands, encounters with hostile Filipinos in which battle 
deaths occurred among the United States Army personnel. 

1906-9: Cuban pacification, September 29, | , to April 1, 1909. 

1909-13: Philippine Islands, encounters in which battle deaths occurred 
among the United States Army personnel. 

1914: Philippine Islands, battle deaths occurred among the personnel of the 
Philippine Scouts. 

1914: Vera Cruz, Mexico. April 24 to November 26, 1914. 

1915-19: Mexican border service, including: (a) Raid on Columbus, N. Mex., 
March 8-9, 1916; (b) punitive expedition, March 15, 1916, to February 5, 1917; 
(c) the Parral incident, April 12, 1916; (d) raid on Glen Springs, Tex., May 5, 
1916; (e) raid on San Ygnacio, Tex., June 15, 1916; (f) the Carrizal incident, 
June 21, 1916; (g) bandit raids across Mexican border, Mav 5, June 15, and 
July 31, 1916; (Ak) raid near Fort Hancock, Tex., July 31, 1916; (7) engagement 
near Buena Vista, Mexico, December 1, 1917; (y) engagement in San Bernardino 
Canon, Mexico, December 26, 1917; (k) engagement near La Grulla, Tex., Janu- 
ary 8 and 9, 1918; (i) engagement at Pilares; Mexico, on or about March 28, 1918; 
(m) engagement at Nogales, Ariz., August 27, 1918; (n) engagement near El Paso, 
Tex., and Juarez, Mexico, June 15-16, 1919. 

1917-21: World War, April 6, 1917, to July 2, 1921. Actual hostilities ceased 
November 11, 1918. 























WARS ENGAGED IN BY THE UNITED STATES SINCE 1897 


37. The following list of wars engaged in by the United States since 1897 was 
taken from an article released by the War Department under date of April 10, 
1920 (corrected June 1939). 





| Began | Ended 


Spanish-American War.................. al ee ee: et : Apr. 21, 1898 | Apr. 11, 1800 
Philippine Insurrection. ............-. eee” Ae eee ee. ek 
Oe I nisin anc ddak Sing ubseeces | June 2), 1900 | May 12 1901 
Cuban pacification. ...........--......cccd ec eeece cece nc eeee ee ceeeeeeee,| Oct. 1996 | Apr. 1, 1900 
Vera Cruz expedition...................._ c ee dae me Ape. 21, 1914 | Nov. 26, 1914 
Punitive expedition into Mexico | Mar. 14,1916 | Feb. §&, 1917 
Wet ER ia ois onndnteddhstn« | Apr. 6,1917 | July 2, 1921 
j i 











1 With the exception of hostilities in the Moro Province, which terminated June 15, 1903, 


THe Minitary Orcanizations or THE Unitep States Wuicn Toox Active 
Part in THE Hostinities Durino THE PHILIPPINE INSURRECTION AND Boxer 
REBELLION 


38. Volunteer organizations which served in the Philippine Insurrection: 


'n red { 
Organization Mustered in— | Mustered out— ee Gast 











California: 
Volunteer Infantry: First | May 6, 1998.....| Sept. 21, 1800....| May 25, 1808....) Aug. 24, 1899 
Regiment. 

illery : 

Field and Staff..........- May 9, 1808. ....}....- ee eee Oct. 19, 1908.... Do, 

ST Mn 5 sink Gcliasin oh ee Gs) Viness- teens Ms. 0c. 3.) Mas a ts cco Do. 

ERD: . oo cebinwese oe Cg ieee eet eee US Do 
Colorado: First Regiment........| May !, 1408.....| Sept. 8, 1990...../ June 15, 1NO8 __.| Aug. 16, 1899. 
Idaho: First Regiment... __...... May 7, 1x08. Rept. 25, 1900... | June 27, 1808 Aug. 20, 1909. 
lowa: Fifty-first Regiment.......| May 9. 1808. ...| Nov. 2, 18. Nov. 3, 1808_._..| Oct. 22, 1898. 
Kansas: Twentieth Regiment....| May 9, 1908 ....' Oct. 3, 1899......! Oct. 27, 1808..... Oct. 10, 1909. 
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‘ Left United Arrived in 
Organization Mustered in— | Mustered out— | States— United States— 
Minnesota: Thirteeuth Regi- May 7, 1808 _...| Oct. 3, 1809._....| Jume 27, 1808....| Sept. 7, 1800 
ment. 
Montana: First Reeiment.___... | May 5, 1908. ....| Oct. 17, 1890.....| July 18, 1998... t. 22, 1890. 
Nebraska: First Kegiment _.__..| May 9, 1808.....| Aug. 23, 1899. _..| June 15, 1808. __.| July 29, 1*99 
Nevada: First Troop Cavalry....| June 8, 1808 ....| Nov. 15, 1899....| Nov. 6, IS@8.....| Nov. 5, 1890 
North lakota: First Regiment..| May 13, 1998 _.| Sept. 25, 1999....| June 28, 1898 .... Aug 29, 1899. 
Oregon: Second Regiment _- _| May 7-15, 1898__| Aug. 7, 1899 _...| May 25, Isv8 .__| July 12, Inve. 
Pennsylvania: Tenth Regiment..| May 11, 1698___.| Aug. 22, 1899._..| June 15, 1808...) Aug. 1, 1599. 
South Dakota: First Kegiment..| May 12, lxv8___.| Oct. 5, 1808....__ July 23, 1805... Sept. 7, 1899. 
— First Regiment....._. May 19, 1808_...| Nov. 23, 1899... . 0,1 ...| Nev. 11, 1899. 
tah 
Field and staff _...._........| May 9, 1898..._. Aug. 16, 1809... _| June 15, 1808. ._.| July 31, 1899. 
ettery Buccs ahs -- rd eie-~- |: cd RU. wa 4 .. ecg ase «evbeades- QMaisctiied: Lo. 
NCI i ad cena Pe et ee aa 2. wa Do, 
Weewe: First Regiment.....! May 6, 1898. .._.| Nov. 1, 1809... _- Oct. 19, 1808...._| Oct. 9, 189¥. 
yoming 
Firat Regiment..... ........ May 7, 1898 ___.| Sept. 23, 1809....| June 27, 1898_...' Aug. 29, 1808, 
Light Battery (Artillery). .... June 16, Ixy8....|. .. do.__..__...] Nov. 8, 1808.. --| Do. 
Eleventh United States Volun- | Aug. 12, 1899 .__.| Mar. 13, 1901__..| (Org. in P_1.)...| Mar. 1, 1901, 
teer Cavalry. | 
Tents aap United States Vol. | July 26, 1899.....| May 13, 1901. _._| Sept. 25, 1909....| Apr. 20, 1901. 
unteer Infantry. 
Twenty-seventh United States | July andAugust,| Apr. 1, 1901__._- Sept. 21, 1x0¥._..| Mar. 13, 1901. 
Volunteer Infantry. }  Isw 
Twenty-cighth United States | July 1899........| May 1, 1901_._.. Oct. 26, 1809.....| Apr. 14, 1901, 
Volunteer Infantry. | 
beh U. 5S. Volunteer | August 18¥0._...| May 10, 1901___.| Oct. 5, 1899 ..| Apr. 19, 1901. 
nfantry. 
gy ag U. 8. Volunteer In- | July Isp _.__.. Apr. 3, 1901. ....| Sept. 23, 1899 _.. Mar. 12, 1901. 
fantry. 
Thirty-first U. 8. Volunteer- | July 3, 1#99.. June 18, 1901._..| Oct. 25, 1899, | June 9, 190). 
Infantry Oct. B, 1899. 
siipereent U. 8. Volunteer | July 1300 __.__.. May 8, 1901__._. Sept. 30, 1899 _._| Apr. 19, 1901. 
nfantry. 
Thirty-third U. 8. Volunteer | July and August! Apr. 17, 1901... ..do _....| Mar. 2, 1901. 
Infantry. LRY¥. 
Tee Senet U. 8. Volunteer | August 18yp...__|__.. SB tenn Sept. 8, 1899 __. Do. 
nfantry. 
arene U. 8. Volunteer In- | July 1899 May 2, 1901 . Oct. 4, 1890 _.| Apr 14-18, 
fantry 1vul. 
Thirty-sixth U. S. Volunteer In- |__..- Ob i.2 sal. Mar. 16, 1901 __.| (Org. in Philip | Muar. 2, 1901. 
fantry. pine Islands.) 
Thirty-seventh U. 8. Volunteer FOE ees oeees Feb. 2, 1901... ]._... hii 8a deen! Feb. 6, 1901. 
Infantry. 
bj U. 8. Volunteer | August 1899 _.../ June 30, 1901. ...| Nuv. 21, 1899 _.| June 25, 1901. 
nfantry 
= U.8. Volunteer In- | September 1899 _| May 6, 1901.____| Nov. 3, 1898 ___ | Apr. 17, 1901. 
antry. 
har U. 8. Volunteer In- | October 1899... | June 24,1901 _. | Nov. 24, 1890... | June 17, 1901. 
antry. 
— rst U. 8. Volunteer In- |.....do........... July 1, 1901_...._| Nov. 20, 1890... | June 26, 1901. 
antry. 
ote corey U. 8. Volunteer In- | September 1899__| June 27, 1901._..| Nov. 30, 1899 ___| June 21, 1901. 
ntry. 
one U. 8. Volunteer In- | November 1899 _| July 1, 1001___.._| Nov. 16, 1899. __| June 27, 1901. 
try. 
Penn-sauth U. 8. Volunteer In- | October 1899. _..| June 30, 1901....| Nov. 20, 1899 _..| June 25, 1901. 
antry. 
Forty-fifth U. 8. Volunteer In- | September and | June 3, 1901 ____. Nov. 16, i899 ..| May 17, 1901. 
fantry October 1899. 
a U. 8. Volunteer In- | October 1899....| May 31, 1901..../ Nov. 14, 1890._.. Do. 
try. 
~ seventh U. 8. Volunteer | September 1890..) July 1, 1901 ..... Nov. 4, 1890... .. June 26, 1901. 
antry. 
Forty-cighth U. 8. Volunteer In- | ....do...........| June 30, 1901....| Dec. 21, 1899._..| June 24, 1901. 
fantry. 
Forty-ninth U. 8. Volunteer In- | October 1890. __. do...........| Dee. 2, 1899, | June 26, 1901 
fantry. Dec. 6, 1890. June 24, 1v01 
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MISCELLANEOUS RILLS. 





SPANISTT WAP PYDERTNAN 








18, 


01. 
ol. 


1901 
ivol 


site che te A OTN 


MISCELLANEOUS 


BILLS, 


SPANISH 


WAR PERIOD 


Squadron Philippine Cavalry was organized in the Philippines. 
39. Regular Army organizations engaged in the Philippine Insurrection. 





Organization 





ENGINEERS 


Company A......... 
Company B..--. 
Company C__...... 
Company D_...... 
Company FE 
Company F ...... 
Company G.....__. 
Company H_......-. 


FIRST CAVALRY 


Tleadquarters....._. 
Troop A_.. ; 
Troups B,C, and D 
Troop I 
Troop K 
Troop L 
Troop M. 


THIRD CAVALRY 


Headquarters 
band) 
Band 
Troop A 
Troop B 


(ess 


Troop (___. sean 


Troop ID 
Troops E and F___. 
Troop G_. 
Troop H 

Troop I 

Troop K 

Tromp 1....... 
Troop M_...... 


FOURTH CAVALRY 


Heac quarters 
Troop A : 
Troop B_... 
Troop C 

Troop PD 

Troop E 

Troop F 

Troop G 

Troop H s ad 
Troops |, K, and L 
Tree Wi... <. sive 


FIFTH CAVALRY 


Headquarters... .. 
Troops A and B 
Troop C 

Troop 1D 

Troops Land K 

1 rx} L 

Troop M 


SIXTH CAVALRY 


Tleadquarters 
Proop A 
lroop B 
Troop C 
Troop 
Troop F 
Troops Famed G 
Troop 
Troop I 

DP rewoege kK 
Troop L 
Troop M 


i Organized in 


4 


| 
| 
} 


..| Mar. 10, 


| Mar. &, 
; Mar. 4. 


Left United 
States— 


June 2, 1808 
July 5 1890 


July 22. 1900 
July 21, 1900 
do 
July 22 
July 19. 
June 8, 
July 24, 


1900 
1900 
1900 
1900 


Aug. 9, ixw 
July 24. 1900 
Aug. 7, 1s 
July 24. 1900 
Aug. 9. 1sv0 
Aug. 7. is 
Aug. 9, 1800 
July 24, 1900 
July 23. 1900 
do 
Aug. & 
Aug. 9 
Aug. 7, 


Inve 
1S99 
Isyg 


June 
May 
June 


Z, 1800 
24, inve 
Zz, 199 
July 15, 1x0s 
June 23, 1sv0 
June 4, 1s 
May 22, 1sv9 
June 14, 1898 
June 2%, ino 
July 15, 180s 
June 23, 1300 


Mar. 10, 1901 


ivol 
Mar. %, 1901 
ivol 
do 


2 ORs «s 


June 21, 
do 
do 

June 22, 
do 

Mar. 22. 

Mar. 25. 

Mar. 22. 

Jure BW, 

June 21 

June @ 

June 21, 1v00 


1900 


1900 


ivol 
al 
iat 





1YOL | 


Arrived in } 


United 
States— 


Aug. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Dec 


29, 1901 
2, 1901 


26, 1901 
. 24, 1903 
Do. 

July 22 1903 
Do. 


June 15, 1903 
Sept. 30, 1903 
Do. 
June 15, 1903 
Do, 

Do. 
June 16, 1003 


24, 1901 | 


| 


Organization 


, 


| 
} NINIH CAVALRY 


| 
| 


| 


June 20, 1092 | 


Do. 
Aug. 2, 1902 
Do. 

Do. 

De. 
May 24, 1902 
June 0, 1902 
Do. 
Aug. 24, 1902 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Sept. 11, 1901 
Do 
Sept. 29, 1901 
Sept. 11, 1901 
Do. 
Rept. 9, 1901 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
11, 1901 
Do. 


Sept 


July _ 29, 1903 
Oct. 99, 1903 
1a, 

De. 
July 2 1903 
July 19. 1903 
July 20, 1903 


May 
De 


9, 1903 


| May 10,1903 


1m | 
1WO0 | 
we | 


Muay 
Mav 
Oct 


9, 103 
1. 1 
25, (wut 
rh 
Du 

21, 1903 
In. 
De 
Du. 


Aug 


Philippine Islands June 7, 1901, 


? Organized in Philippine Islands Sept. 26, 101. 





i} 


| 


| 





Tleadquarters __. 
Troops A and B 
Troop C 
Troop ID 
Troop E - 
Troops F and G. 
Troop H 

Troop I 

Troop K 

Troops L and M 


TENTH CAVALRY 


Troop F 
Troop F_. ; 
Troops Gand H 


ELEVENTH CAVALRY 


Iivadquarters 
Trvuops A, B, C, and 
) 


Troops FE, F, G, and 
li 

Troops I and kK 

Troops L and M. 


FIFTEENTH CAVALRY 


| Headquarters. 


Troops A and B 
Troops C and 1. 
Troops E and F 


en ee CE 





| Mar 


Troop G.._.. il 

Troops H, I, K, L, | 
and M 

First Kattery, Field 
Artillery 

Eighth Battery, 
Field Artillery 

Tenth Battery, 
Field Artillery... .. 

Twelfth Battery, 


Field Artillery 


| Thirteenth Battery, 


Field Artillery 


| Fourteenth Battery, 


| Twenty-fifth 


Field Artillery. . 
Fifteenth 
Field Artillery 
Twenty-fifth 
ery, 
lery . 
Astor Battery 
Coast 
Artillery Corps 


Coast 
Corps 


Artillery 


Battery, 


Bat- | 
Field Artil- | 
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Left United 
States— 


July 2, 1000 
do 


July 23, 1900 


July 29, 1900 
do 
do... 
July 22 1990 
Apr. 4, 190i 
do 


Apr. 211 


Mar. 21, 1901 
Apr. 9, 1901 
ie 


Jan. 2, 1902 


Dec. 7, 1901 

Dec. 4, 1901 

Jan. 2, 192 
do 


Dec. 16, 1901 
18, 1901 
Apr. 1, 1vol 
Nov. 25, 1901 
Mar. 25, 1¥0l 
Dec. 16, 1901 


Apr. 4, 1890 
Apr. 
Apr. 3, 1800 
June 2, 1808 
Aa 
Aug. 11, 1900 


Aug. 10, 1900 


(?) 


June 9, 1898 


| June 19, 1900 
Twenty-seventh | 


Twenty-ninth Const | 


Artillery Corps 


Thirtieth Comst Ar- 
tillery Corps 
Thirty first Coast 


Artillery Corps 


Thirty-second Coast 


Artilha y Corps 
Thirty-third Coast 
Artillery Corps 
Thirty-sixth Const 
Artillery Corps 
Sixtieth Coast Artil- 

lery Corps 


July 25,1900 


Aj. 23, 1898 
June 29, 
July 23, 1898 
June 11, 18¥8 
June 6, 1898 
July 


Nov Inu 


2, isve 





1808 | 


2¥, [SUK | 


Arrived tn 
United 
States — 


Ort. 25, 1902 
Nov. & 1902 
}Do. 

To. 
Nov. 10, 1902 
Oct. 25, 1902 

Do. 
31, 1902 
13, 1902 
Do 


Oct. 
Oct 


Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 


17, 1902 
24, 1902 
ls, 1902 


Apr. 24, 1904 


Do. 


Do. 
Do. 
Apr. 25, 1004 


Dec. 20, 1903 
Do. 
Io. 
Do 
ldo. 
Do. 


July 16, 1901 


Aug. 4, 1901 
July 
Sept. 
Sept. 


9, 1901 
2, 1901 
2%, 1901 
Apr. 14,1903 


Apr. 15, 1903 


Aug. 
Jan. 


18, 1903 
22, 1300 


July 20, 1903 


Apr. 3, 1903 


July 25, 1901 
July 24,1901 
Apr. 17, 1903 
July 2, 1901 
Do 
Apr. 17, 1903 


Nov, 1, 1901 
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Organization 


FIFTEENTH CAVAL- 
RY—coutinued 


nes Coast Ar- 
illery Corps - 
Bixty-second Coast. 
Artillery Cor 
Sixty- "thied oast 
Artillery Corps... 
Sixt y-fourth 
Artillery Corps. _. 


Sixty Berk Coast Ar- | 


tillery Corps 
Sixtyeichth Coast 
Artillery Corps . 
Sixty-ninth oast 
Artillery Corps 
Sevensioth 
Art orps 
Sevent ‘first Coast 
Artillery Cor 
Headquarters 
Artiller 


FIRST INFANTRY 


Headquarters... 

Companies A and B. 
Companies C and 1). 
a E, F,G, 


Company I 
Companies K and L.| 
Company M 


SECOND INFANTRY 


Headquarters 
Companies A, B, = 
and D 
Companies F, F, G, 
and IT 
Companies 1, < 
md... 


THIRD INFANTRY 


Headquarters. .___ 
‘<= vanies A, B, G 
Dd. E 
Cuamenies FE, F, a 
and IT 


Companies I, K, L, : 


and M 


FOURTH INFANTRY 


Head«uarters._. 

Companies A, B, Cc: 
and I> 

Companies E, F, Qa. 
H,1, K,L,and M_| 


FIFTH INFANTRY 


Headquarters 
Cc a A,B,C, 


=o F, ?, G, 


ee K, L. ! 


and \ 
SIRTH INFANTKY 


Entire regiment 


SEVENTH INFANTRY 


Company C 
Company I)......... 
Company H..... 
Company M 


MISCELLANEOUS BILLS, 


orst | 


oast. | 


ixth 


SPANISH WAR PERIOD 





























—o ' 
Left United | Aqiees je | Left United | Arrived in 
nited Organization Uni 
| States— —. States— | cn. 
S anEnEEes Gaeenee -| 
| | EIGHTH INFANTRY 
| Headquarters. . t. 61900 | Sept. 18,3 
Com anies F, F, G, " Ps saa 
Apr. 12, 1809 | Oct. 28,1901 — por hacia fae Fie. Do. 
ue, | 1, "1900 Sept. 22, 1902 
Apr. 11,1809 | Nov. 4,1901 || | Sepcbte ca| “seas Ge. : a oon. oo ies 
; ) Renae Ie “REE: 0 
| Apr. 12,180 | Nov. 5,1901 \ ‘ee | . 
NINTH INFANTRY 
| afi. acbecs Do. 
' || Headquarters......_.| Mar. 17, 1899 July 3.1902 
= do........| Nov. 81901 || Com Coney trea oe Ae oo. oes july 2. 1902 
eee Se ee | Ul RR CO Reap vov. 8, 1905 
' apr. 11,1899 | Nov. 7, 1901 | &cr = bs C wndb: --do........ July 2, 1903 
| ’ ’ ’ 
eT June 25,1000 |; andH...... desis Seve do........| July 3, 1902 
\ Company 1 .---.do........| June 22, 1902 
| No. 29, 1809 | Oct. ey a : K, L, ~ pied. se 
| and M............|.....d0........ uly 
Apr. 12, 1800 Do. i | 
| || TENTH INFAI!TRY : 
= @) Headquarters........| Mar. 5, 1902 | Sept. 18, 1903 
| | Companies A, B, C | 
| 1 on aE RO’ Feb. 17, 1901 | Do. 
ompanies E, F, G, 
Aug. 14,1900 | May 12, 1903 ee te | Mar. 51902} Do. 
Aug. 13,1900 = > Companies I, K, L, 
| Aug. 14,1900 | ow nee ered ie “RES 
ae. tf Meg, 12 1903 i ELEVENTH INFANTRY | 
& +4 26, 1901 | Do | eo Mar. 26,1901 | Mar. 24, 1904 
- | Apr. 9.1901} Do. Comey 4. 
; F 1 _| Apr. 9, 1901 Do. 
| Comper 8. bite. a.1902 | Apr. 7, 1904 
j I a ig ale eg Oe r. ° 
1c Pec Mar i 1901 | May 2 1004 
Aug. 20. ompany!... _____. y 
ug. 20,1900 | June 16 1903 || Company ee --do ceed Mar, 2%, 1904 
Apr. 10.1 7, ‘ompany L ........|---.. O........ x. 73 
" wei | ane He Company M........|.-..-do. May 2, 1904 
-| Aug. 14,1900 ; June 16, 1903 | ounisen eiamne 
...| Aug. 20, 1900 | June 17, 1903 |, Headquarters. ..| Feb. 11,1800 | May 9, 1902 
| Company A Pf. 4 Cc. 
|| om dD. eres. ote eed’ - ~ sabe 
ompany F an Ce cece uy 15, 
Jan. 30,1899 | Apr. 29,1902 < omneany Gand H.. +-- ..do.. May 16, 1902 
om yi K, L, 
an@e....5.4 Do || and M. inl fal ces May % 1902 
.-@o........| Apr. 15, 1902 | THIRTEENTH 
| INFANTRY 
aioe Apr. 29.1902 || 
ae | Headquarters ____- Apr. 20,1899 | July 20, 1902 
| Company A, B, C, 
D, F, F, G, H, 1)... .de.... July 19, 1902 
| Jan. 15,1840} Feb. 5, 1902 Company K...) 7 -|---“do.--.--| July 90, 1902 
*} “4 Company 1 1 09: 59 POM, os July 19, 1902 
-- eee te Do | Company M . ..do July 20, 1902 
CC ee. Feb. 6, 1902 || FOURTEENTH 
2 | INFANTRY | 
j Roane pane 1S, 1808 ine. W, 1901 
'; Company AL... s ay 12, 1900 
e Aug. B®, 1900 Sept. 13, 1903 Company nt pee “2, 1x99 May i. 1900 
1 Company C and 1D..; May 7, 1808 Do 
— ecemewse do. | Company F and F."|._.. do ae | Aug. 3. 1901 
; Company G.. | Aug. 4, 0. 
-| Mar. 2%, 1901 | Nov. 22, 1903 | Company | June 24. 1x99 | Do. 
| Aug. 10,1900 | Sept. 13,1903) © Yn, + polite | Aug 41898) Do. 
| FIFTEENTH 
| May 17,1900 | July 21002) 'NPANTRY 
, |! Headquarters... _.| July 10,1900 | Sept. 25 1902 
Company A, B, C, | 
and PD. __. ay do Sept. 22, 1902 
Mar. 22,1901 | July 8 1902 || Company Eand F_ | Feb. 8 1902 | Sept. 18, 1902 
Mar. 20, 1901 Do. ' Company G and H_.| do........) Sept. 2, 1902 
...-| Mar. 21, 1901 Do, Comey I, K, L, 
| Mar. 20, 1901 Do. i M.. ......| July 24, 1900 | Sept. 28, 1902 


* Lost identity in reorganization of Artillery February 1901. 
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: Arrived in , Arrived in 
Left United Left United 
Organization pe United | Organization a Untted 
States Btatee— | States States— 
oad } 
SIXTEENTH | TWENTY-SECOND 
INFANTRY INFANTRY 
Headquarters... .....| May 24,1809} July 21,1902 || Headquarters... Jan. 27,1800 | Mar. 11, 1902 
Company A. 2 ae July 2 1902 \ Company A. ined Mee G at Mar. 8, 1003 
Company B. ts See. Aug. 2 1902 |' Company BaendC.| do. Mar. 90,1903 
Company C and D_|_.... do... July 28, 1902 || Company D.........|..... a Mer. 68,1903 
Company E and F Mee July 21, 1902 a E, F, G 
Company Gand H|--.- do. Aug. 2& 1902 | H,1, K, Land M_|.....do...... Mar. 11, 1902 
Company x 
L.. ; Sma uiia « -| July 21, 1902 TWENTY-THIRD 
Company Set cine een 2 ike nanexs Aug. 24, 1902 | INFANTRY 
SEVENTEENTH Headquarters........| June 77,1998 | Dec. 3, 1901 
INFANTRY i} Company A........- Oct. 17,1898 | Dee. 4, 1901 
Company B........- June 77, 1808 ; 
=: Headquarters........| Feb. 14,1899 | Apr. 7, 1902 |' Company C......_.- Jc. - es Dec. 5, 1901 
: Company A_._.._-.. do._......] Aug. 1, 1902 Company D. .| June 14, 1808 3 
Company B_....... | Jan. 15,1899] Apr. 12, 1902 || Company E, F, and 
: on =. ol Ih “ 30, 1800 ANS, —— con Sos june "a 1908 — a ieot 
mpany D.... an. 0. ompany G..._..... une 77, ‘ie ° 
Company F and F_| Feb. 14, 1990 Apr. 7,1902 || Company I Oct. 17,1998) Aug. & 1900 
Company G ..-| Jan, 15, 1890 Do. Company K.... ..---do. .....| Aug. 9, 1000 
Company H....._.-. Jan. 3, 1890 Do. Company L -....... June 77,1998 | Aug. 8, 1900 
Ee nccwee Jan. 15,1808 | Apr. 12, 1902 | Company M .-.-| Oct. 17,1888 | Aug. 9, 1900 
Company K......... Jan. 30,1899 | Apr. 11, 1902 
Company L ........]..--- --..--| Aug. 1, 1902 | TWENTY-FOURTH 
mpany M Jan. 15,1898 | Apr. 11, 1902 INFANTRY 
EIGHTEENTH Headquarters........| Jaly 14,1890 Aug. 16, 1902 
INFANTRY Company A........-. June 29, 1890 Do. 
Company B.......- Sept. 16, 1900 Do. 
Beadquareas........ June 27,1808 | Oct. 21,1901 || Company C......_. May 24,1899 | Aug. 8, 1902 
Company A. -| June 14,1888 | July 13, 1900 || Company D... Sept. 20, 1900 Do. 
Company B.. sig NR ats a | July 17,1900 '| Company E......... | June 22,1890 | Aug. 16,1902 
Company C and D. | June 27,1888 | July 13, 1900 i Company F..._..- June 30, 1800 Do. 
' Company >. .| June 14,1898 | Oct. 21,1901 || Company G...._-.. June 22, 1809 Do. 
‘ Company F_........} June 27, 1808 Do. || Company H......... june 24, 1809 Do. 
; Company O.......-- June 14, 1808 ;, Company I......._.. — uae 4 Do. meals 
‘ Company H_........| June 27, 1898 0. || Company K_........ une 2, ug. &, 
Company I...... Aug. 21, 1898 | Oct. 27,1901 || Company M........ Sept. 16, 1900 Do. 
Company K, L, and 
eee er BO ctieoct Oct. 19, 1901 TWENTY-FITTH 
2 INVANTRE 
NINETEENTH 
INFANTRY Headquarters........| June 27,1800 Aug. 17,1002 
2 | Company A........ Sept. 21, 1900 Do. 
2 Company B......_.. June 20, 1800 Do. 
|| Company C and D_.| Sept. 20, 1900 Do. 
2 | Company E......... June 21,1890 | Aug. 27, 1902 
Company F.. June 2. 1899 Do. 
Company O : Sept. 22,1000 ' Pry, 18, 1902 
| ones pany Pei June 20,1800 | Aug. 27,1902 
ompany 
2 and M Pacey claine June 77, 1800 Do. 
; TWENTY-1xTH 
2 ; INFANTRY 
2 ae Headq say 0 8,6 July 8,1901 | Aug. 18,1903 
Headquarters........ Jan. 21,1800 | Mar. 23,1902 —F 7 * ree Feb. 16,1901 : 
‘do Do rer e 6, 
Company A and B..|.....do......- Mar. 31, 1902 Rt ® Aug. 19, 1903 
yi Company C.........}.--.- do. .....- Mar ’ 1902 Company F_........ July 41001 " 
0 Company D..._.. --d0....-.- or. 33,1 Company G......... () Bept. 2, 1903 
0 Company E, F, G, Company H......... “® Aug. 28, 1903 
H ee ~----@0.-.--.- Apr. 9,1902 || Company I, K, and 
: Com ~ &, by iad bid ah «Caen Bept. 903 
r ; See teow -|-----G0.-..--- Mar. 23, 1903 jae Mbidp tne 0h = re Aug. on, 1908 
TWENTY-FIRST TWENTY-OEVENTH 
INFANTRY INPaNTRY 
Headquarters. Apr. 10,1800 | June 16, 1902 
Company Rn gon dgee | June Yh 1 a i 
om ~ BO. wee eee ’ , ’ 
72 Compay oes 5 da GRE ad. cs June 26, 1902 and Dg Dec. 8, 1901 Do. 
7] ond Hi. os av thesis’ «ives June 16, 1902 and Be Jan. 2,102 De, 
Com I, K, L, Com : 
. a. stead amaetel June 18, 1908 ond booties halieed Dec. 4, 1901 Da 
‘Com H, Dec. 4, 1901. 
ua  Organined 


im PhRippine Islands, July 1, 1901. 
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’ Arrived in Arrived in 
Organization | Mit United | “ United Organization | Mgt United ni 
TWENTY-EIGHTH TWENTY-NINTH 
INFANTRY INFANTRY-Con. 
Headquarters._......| Nov. 12,1901 | Jan. 14,1904 || Company I_.........| Feb. 20, 1901 | May 23, 1904 
Compeny A, B, C, Company K........_|.....do........| May 31, 1904 
a celia oe a Do. ia ve do........| May 25, 1904 
Company E.........| Nov. 13, 1901 Do. Company M........|.....do........| May 31, 1004 
Company F and G_.| Nov. 14, 1901 Do. 
Company ..--} Nov. 15,1901 | Jan. 15,1904 || THIRTIETH INFANTRY 
aay I, K, L, 
eae Nov. 12, 1901 Do. ones -s ® Dec. 27, 1903 
y . ’ ’ 
TWENTY-NINTH 
res are Saree © o hye. 14301| Do 
Company E and F_. ar. 15, 1901 Do. 
Headquarters........| Feb. 20,1901 | May 25,1904 || Company G and H_.|.....do.....__. Dec. 26, 1903 
ee A, B, C, Company I_.......-. § Dec. 28, 1903 
a D.. a Feb. 22,1901 | May 23, 1904 _omoene fend L pe. 
mpany E, F, G, ompany M........ . 
and TH Kia dgchiiade sac Feb. 20,1901 | May 25, 1904 ° 


* Organized in Philippine Islands, June 3, 1901. 

’ in Philippine Islands, July 22, 1901. 
* Organized in Philippine Islands, Aug. 19, 1901. 
* Organized in Philippine Islands, July 2, 1901. 


40. Regular Army regiments engaged 


in the Boxer Rebellion, in China, May 
1900 to May 1901. 


Organisation Left Date Remarks 
—_———— |. | _—_ 

Sixth Cavalry: Headquarters and | 84n Francisco, Calif. | July 1,1900 ' Remained in the Philippines 

Y sana A, B, C, D, I, K, L, and after May 1901. 
7 gutter: Batteries A, D, I, |..--.. el .| July 29, 1900 Do. 

and O. 
Fifth Artillery: Battery F (became | Philippine Islands.....| July 15, 1900 Do. 

10th Battery Field Artillery in 

February 1901). 

Ninth Infantry: Entire regiment...|.....do... .......-..--- June 27,1900 | Headquarters and all com- 
panies except B, remained 
in Philippine Islands after 
May 1901. Company B re- 
waained in China as United 
States legation guard at 
Peiping. 

Fourteenth Infantry: Paptques- ened es ge wc eal July 14,1900 | Remained in the Philippines 

ters and Com E, F,G,H, after May 1901. 
I, K, L, and M. 
Fifteenth Infantry: Headquarters | San Francisco, Calif...| July 17, 1900 Do. 


and Companics A, B, C, and D. 





In addition to the troops mentioned above several detachments were sent to 
coaee, but the exact dates they left their stations and returned thereto are not 
shown, 


Wars, Miuitary Occurations, aND ExpepITions ENGAGED IN BY THE UNITED 
States Navy anp Marine Corps Since 1832, as FuRNISHED BY THE Navy 
DEPARTMENT 


41. As it is manifestly impracticable to secure from the Navy Department a 
complete and exact list of all minor landings and engagements on foreign soil, any 
individual application for hospitalization concerning which the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration is in doubt should be referred to that Department for research. 

1832, February 7: For making a murderous attack on American merchantmen 
the 44-gun frigate Potomac landed a large force of men in Sumatra and attacked 
oe of Qualla Battoo, killing a large number of the natives and destroying 
their forts. 

1838, December 20: yey Battoo again bombarded, for repetition of outrages; 
this time by the corvet John Adams. 


LATOR Y YT AATEOV SIITOSC | [U6ULDITTrYTr OPaAaTYroOrY «twran wmremrmarm 
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1840, July 12: U. 8S. 8S. Vincennes and Peacock landed sailors and marines on 
Feejce Island, Subig Bay. Later in month Lieutenant Underwood landed party 
from Flying Fish at Malolo of Feejee group—two officers killed. Landing party 
from squadron under command of Lieutenant Commander Ringgold consisting of 
70 officers and men to avenge death of Lieutenant Underwood and Midshipman 
Henry. 

1841, June: At Drummond Island, Lieutenant Commander Hudson landed 80 
sailors and marines from U. 8.8. Peacock to avenge the murder of one of the crew. 

1846, April 24: War between United States and Mexico declared. May 30, 
1848, peace made. 

1846, May &: Five hundred sailors and marines landed from U. 8. 8. Raritan 
and Poltomuc at Brazas, Santiago, to protect our depot at Point Isabel, 

1846, May 18: Two hundred sailors and marines from Cumberland and Potomac 
landed at Barita on the Rio Grande, 

1855, August 4: U.S. 8. Powhatan and Englixh sloop Ratiler in action against 
fleet of piratical junks. 

1856, January 26: Indian War, Seattle, Wash. Decatur involved. 

1856, November 20 (November 16, China): Because the Chinese forts wan- 
tonly fired ongthe Portemouth while protecting American lives and property at 
Canton, a large force of sailors and marines was landed and, after a two days’ 
fight the Chinese were defeated. The following vessels were involved: Ports- 
mouth, San Jacinto, Levant, until November 22, 1856. 

1858, January: Detachment of marines at Montevideo for protection of foreign 
residents. . 

1858, October 6: Forty sailors and marines landed at Waya, Feejee Islands, to 
avenge murder of two American citizens. 

1859, June 25: China. Captain Tatnall made his famous dash to the assistance 
of the British and French who were sorely pressed in their attack on the Peiho 
forts, North China. 

1859, August: U. S. S. Mississippi landed portion of crew in Shanghai for 
protection of American interests. 

1859, October 17: (Harpers Ferry); John Brown’s raid. Licutenant Colonel 
Lee arrived with a company of marines. 

1860, March 3: Fifty sailors and marines from U. S. S. Marion landed at 
Kisembo, Africa, to protect American interests; reembarked next day. 

1860, September 27: Sailors and marines landed from U. S. 8. St. Mary at 
Panama to protect American interests. 

1861, April 15-1865, April 9: Civil War. (All persons enlisted in the Navy 
during any of this period.) 

1867, January: (For treatment of crew of the American trading schooner 
General Sherman, by Coreans, September 1866.) 

1868: Wachusett, January 1867; Shenandoah, April 1868; Colorado, Renicia, 
Monocacy, and Palos. Six hundred and sixty-four men landed on June 11, 1871, 

ISG&, February 7: Fifty seamen and marines landed at Montevideo; with- 
drawn same day and landed again on the 19th to remain until the 26th. 

1868, February 8: Joint Janding from naval forces in Asiatic made at Nagasaki 
for protection of American interests during civil war in Japan, 

1868, February 7-19: Fifty sailors and marines landed at Montevideo to pro- 
tect American interests. 

1867, April: Island of Formosa. Ashulot, Hartford, and Wyoming landed and 
drove the savages into the interior and burned their huts June 13, 1867. (For 
destroying crew of Ashulot). 

1868, November 24: Naval forces landed at Hiago, Japan, to protect American 
residents. United States minister ordered out and accompanied the attack on 
Japanese. Commander J. B. Creighton, commanding naval forces. 

1870, June 17: A boat ees from the Mohican cut out the piratical steamer 
Forward, formerly a British gunboat, which had been operating on the coast of 
Mexico, and burned Forward under gallant fire. 

1871: Carried the fort by a storm. Sailed away on July 3, 1871. 

1873, May 7: Two hundred officers and men landed at Panama. 

1873, September 24: Three hundred and ninety officers and men landed at 
Panama. 

1874, February 13: One hundred and fifty men landed from Tuscarora and 
Portemouth at Honolulu. 

1885, April 11: Revolution in Panama. Tennessee. 

1885, April 15: Commander McCalla with a force of sailors and marines took 
possession of the Isthmus to protect American interests. Panama was occupied 
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1889, March 15: Harbor of Apia, Samoa. To tect American interests dur- 
ing German efforts to interfere in the affairs of the natives. Trenton, Vandalia, 
and Nispic involved. 

1891, October 16: Baltimore's sailors attacked at Valparaiso, Chile. Boston 
and Yorktown demanded reparation, which was finally granted. 

1891, May: U.S. 8. Kearsarge landed. 

1893, January 16: U. 8. 8. Boston lands party at Honolulu. 

1894: Marines on Navassa Islands. 

1894, July 24: U. 8. 8. Baltimore landed forces at Seoul. 

1895, December 4: U. 8. 8. Baltimore lands force of 45 men at Chefoo, China. 

1895, March 8: Sailors and marines numbering 60, landed from U.S. 8. Atlanta 
at Boca del Toro to protect consulate. Keembarking the 9th. 

1898, May 3: Marine company from U. 8. 8. Baltimore was landed at Cavite, 
P. I., to take charge of Spanish navy yard. Marines from Olympia, Baltimore, 
Boston, Raleigh, Concord, and Petrel garrisoned navy yard and station at Cavite 
until May 1899. 

1899, April 1: Sixty officers and men landed from U. 8. 8. Philadetphia at 
Vailcle, Samoa. 

1916 to 1924, September 17: Dominican Republic occupied by marines from 
May 5, 1916, to September 17, 1924. 

1921, August 30: Expedition to Panama on the occasion of the boundarv dis- 
pute between Costa Rica and Panama. A battalion of marines sailed to Balboa, 
C. Z., arriving August 30, 1921, on the Pennsylvania. (Marine and naval officers 
and marines and enlisted men—Secretary of Navy report, 1922.) 

1924, January 20: One officer and 75 men from Cavite on destroyers in Hong 
Kong and Canton. 

1924, February 28: U. 8. 8. Denver landed the American consulate guard at 
La Ceiba, Honduras. 

1924, February 29: U.S.8. Denver landed 35 additional men at La Cejba, guard- 
ing the neutral area. Picked up by Billingsley March 4, 1924, and proceeded with 
the landing force to Puerto Cortez. (Contest over the presidency.) 

1924, March 4: Billingsley landed at Tela, Honduras, 3 officers and 46 men to 
protect lives and property there. Probably Billingsley sent a landing force ashore 
to establish neutral zone and enforce it. 

1924, March 6: One officer and 40 men left Guantanamo Bay for Puerto Cortez. 
Landing force of Denver withdrawn March 6, 1924. Landing force withdrawn 
March 14, 1924. 

1924, March 17: Landing force from Milwaukee landed 9 officers and 167 men 
at Tegucigalpa, Honduras, March 19. 

1924, January 13 to February 15: ‘“‘Colorum” rebellion against authority of the 
Governor General of the Philippines. Commander in Chief Asiatic Fleet landed a 
force of marines on the Sacramento and drove the insurrectionists from the town. 
Controversy between Moros and local Philippine officials. Thirty-cighth 
destroyer division November 28, to December 8, 1924. (1924 or 1925) Bombing 
operations in Mindanao near Lake Lanao, to assist in quelling Moro uprising. 

1924, August to 1925, February: Assisted in protecting American lives and 
property at ports in China during the various wars between rival Chinese factions 
extending from the latter pert of August to early February. 

1924, August: During the latter part of August war broke out around Shanghai 
for the control of that city. The normal routine of the Asiatic Fleet, with the 
exception of a few destrovers of the Forty-fifth Division and two mine layers who 
assisted in the “Round the world flight’’ was almost continuously interrupted by 
the various wars in China between rival Chinese factions. The following vessels 
arrived in Shanghai to take command of the American naval forces: /sahel; 3 
destroyers of the Thirty-eighth Division, on August 30; 3 more of the Thirty-cighth 
Division and 3 of the Forty-fitth Division on September 2. The remaining 
destroyers of the destroyer squadron and the mine detachment, except those 
under repairs at Cavite, were distributed at ports up the Yangtze River, at 
Tsingtao, and Chefoo. Huron, Shanghai September 12; Black Hawk, September 
29: Asheville, October 1. Landing forces were ashore in Shanghai from some of the 
destrovers, the Tluron, Asherille, and 100 extra marines sent from Cavite.  Land- 
ing forees all withdrawn on October 23 and 24. After landing forees were with- 
drawn from Shanghai, the //uron sailed for Taku Bar and transferred her marine 
detachment of 75 men plus 50 additional marines to Peking. Others came on 
2 destrovers to Tangku on October 31; the .lsheville arrived at Tientsin on Novem- 
ber 1. One destrover arrived at Tangku November 4 and transferred 50 marines 
to Peking. Other vessels: 2 destroyers at Tangku; Huron and 2 mine layer, 
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2 destroyers at Chefoo; several destroyers and Sacramento at Tsingtao, the Ashe- 
ville at Tientsin; the B 


I lack Hawk at Shanghai. Conditions qiiieted down the 
latter part of November. 


1924, August 29: Marine detachment of Huron embarked on three destrovers 
for Shanghai and formed part of landing force on shore organized from other 
United States vessels present. Withdrawn October 23. 

1924, September 23: A provisional company of 2 officers and 100 enlisted men 
was organized at Cavite and landed at Shanghai. 

1924, September 10: Consulate guard of 3 officers and 108 enlisted men landed 
at La Ceiba with orders to proceed to Masapan and guard American consulate. 
Masapan declared a neutral zone and denied the combatants entrance thereto. 
Withdrawn September 15. U.S. 8. Rochester. 

1924, October 23: Marine detachment of //uron and one platoon of provisional 
company from Cavite landed at Taku Bar and transferred to Peking. 

1924, October 31: Remaining platoon of Cavite provisional company embarked 
and subsequently landed at Tientsin. ; 

1924, November 10: One officer and 73 enlisted men-joined Huron then at 
Chefoo and new marine detachment was organized. 

1925, January 3: Sacramento reinforced by Thirty-eighth Destroyer Division 
later, and Yangtze patrol, sent landing forces ashore at different times. Feb- 
ruary 9, withdrawn. 

1925, January 17: Another provisional company was organized at Cavite 
consisting of 2 officers and 105 enlisted, embarked on 3 destroyers and submarine 
landed at Shanghai. 

1925, January 21: Thirty-five enlisted men embarked on a destroyer at Cavite, 
and submarine landed at Shanghai to augment forces already there. 

1925, February 12: Marine provisional units were withdrawn from Tientsin 
and Shanghai to ships and returned to Olongapo. (Disbanded.) 

1925, March-April: Sacramento or Asheville at Foochow practically all the 
time in connection with astudent boycott. 

1925, April (latter part): Landing force from Denver landed at La Ceiba. 

1925, May 30: Trouble broke out again at Shanghai. Three ships of Forty- 
third Division retained at Shanghai; //art and Stewart sent on the 3d of June with 
marines from the Huron, followed the next day by the remaining destroyers of 
the Forty-third Division. Sacramento June 3; Jason with 125 marines that were 
landed. Thirty-ninth Division sent to Shanghai June 19. 

1925, June: Assisted in protecting American lives and property at various 
ports in China during the antiforeign strikes and boycott in the month of June, 

1925, June 3: //uron detachment of marines embarked on 2 destroyers and 
landed at Shanghai as part of the United States naval landing force from vesseis 

resent. A provisional company of 3 officers and 125 enlisted organized at 
avite and submarine landed at Shanghai, forming part of United States naval 
landing force on shore. 

1925, June 17: One hundred and eighty enlisted embarked on the United 
States Army transport Thomas at San Francisco as replacements to keep station 
over authorized strength during present emergency. 

1925, June 27: A provisional company of 3 officers and 100 enlisted organized 
at Guam for further transfer to Cavite via United States Army transport Thomas. 

1925, September: Outbreak in Nicaragua; Denver ordered to Corinto, Tulsa 
to Bluefields and other east coast ports during September. 


REPORT OF COMMANDER IN CHIEF ASIATIC FLEET OCT. 4, 1925, TO JUNE 3. 192% 





Date of Date of , 2 
coment departure Name of veasel Place Remarks 
May 7, 1926 |....... - abeliclcs Huron, General Alava, | Woosung....| Outbreak in China over possession 


Villanolos, I’enguin, 
Elcano, Monocacy, le 
ahel, I’eqeon, Ialos. 
Bpring, 1926. .|............-.-| Thirty-ninth Destroy- 
er Division. 
Oct. 30,1925 | June 10, 1926 | Asheville (marines) 


of Chung King. 


Ses wwdbabiea Emergency patrol duty on account 
of civil wars in China. 

Pabics ebundeutiedade 2 officers and 75 men, landed with 

United States Army forces in 

China. 


Se 
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REPORT OF COMMANDER B8PECIAL SERVICE AUG. 11, 1926 





Date of Date of . 
estival departure Name of vessel | Place Remarks es 
sceaeneillcigeldtenctidea adintianteaaceaniaaaematint tel ih bs s 
May 7,1926 | June 6,1926 | Cleveland (marines) -. sata ..-.-..-.-.|) Landed a landing force consisting N 
ee Tulse Gmarioned ane eiade b. subobebedanate of 216 officers and men at Blue- N 
Aug. 27,192 | Oct. 27,1935 | G j|-s-teeereneeen| fields, Nicaracus. Landing force N 
OGG. WE ED Vosedobsncsinedad Denver (bhasjackcis and!” ae Sdea meal of 1 marines was landad at N 
marines). } Bluefickis, Nicaragua. Landing N 
BGs. RDU Jeune dine dhndndncses Diconsieonseanbles ls cn domenauilinaies force of U. 8S. &. Denver relieved \ 
that of Rochester. N 
Dee. 33, 1026 |............... Cleveland and Denrer |.............-. 173 officers and men landed at N 
(bluejackets and Puerto Caberas and established i 
marines). a neutral sone in that place for X 
the ped ney ok of protecting Ameri- n 
rign lives and prop- , 
erty. } 
Bi ihscoukseud<otitedinsnd Rochester Steietets ncvttitiaeitialltinaly 188 officers and marines from N 
and marines). Rochester landed at Caberas n 
and estabiished a neutral zone. D 
BOUE. ndncdsichodvesenusniiten Denver, yume. and | Nicaragua...| Political upheaval in Nicaragua. ? 
Cleselan1. } 





REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE NAVY AUQUST, SEPTEMBER, AND OCTOBER, 1926 


ry 





STO Vewensnccesghnces Tulea, Rochester, Gal- casmponet wage Revolutionary outbreak in Nica 
tember, seston, Denver, and 2 ragua in August. Naval vessels 
October, destroyers. and marines required. 

1926. First brigade of the Marine C 


continued to remain in Haiti and 
maintain complete order and 
tranquillity throughout Haiti. 
All units are now in Port au 
Prince or Cape Haitien. 





Vesse.s ParTIcIPATING IN THE SpanisH, CutNa, NICARAGUAN, HAITIAN, Puitip- 
PINE, AND Dom!NICAN CAMPAIGNS, AND CuBaNn PACIFICATION, SINCE THE YEAR 
1897, aS FURNISHED BY THE Navy DEPARTMENT 


42. List of vessels participating in the various campaigns. 
SPANISH CAMPAIGN 














Name from— To— | Name From— To— 
Aberends. .......... June 7, 1808 | June 26, 1808 | Ericsfon.............| Apr. 21,1898 | Aug. 12, 1908 
Accomac............ Apr. 21,1808 | Aug. 12,1808 || Fern... | do... Do. 
Alexander June 19, 1808 | June 30, 1898 || Fish Hawk.......__- July 24, 1808 Do. 
Amphitrite Apr. 21, 1898 | Aug. 12, 1808 || Foote.......... 22... Apr. 21, 1806 Do. 
Anuapolis. Apr. 25, 1898 Do. WUE ek seers ceca July 31, 1@96 Do. 
SRS a Aug. 4, 1808 Do. Gloucester...........| June 3, 1808 | Aug. 12 1906 
Armeria........ .----| June 4, 1898 | June 23, 1898 || Gwip....... 22.28. July 8, 1808 Do. 

as July 26,1898 | Aug. 12 1898 || Hamilton....... May 1, 1308 Do. 
B i vnuncSeusase. July 1, 1808 Do. Hannibal........___. June 25, 1868 | July 13, 1898 
Baltimore_.......... Apr. 21,1808 | Aug. 16,1888 || = Do... July 30, 18u8 | Aug. 12, 1898 
a May 9, 1808 | Aug. 12,1808 || Harvard.............| May 11, 189% | June 2, 1898 
Brookiyn...........: May 18, 1898 Do. nibdeiis samteetaie July 1, 1808 | July 10, 1898 
MEE... -neces Apr. 21,1808 | Aug. 16,1896 || Hawk... Apr. 23,1808 | Aug. 12, 1808 
NNN -siicisa. cont July 23, 189% Do. || Hector. 222222202022. June 30, 1808 | July 24, 1898 
Buccaneer A 6, NVR | Aug. 12, 1808 | ie 3 Aug. 12, 1808 
Do. 
Do. 

Aug. 6, 1908 

Aug. 12, 1898 
oy Do. 

July 2 1898 

Aug. 12 1808 
Do. si ’ Do. 

City of Pekin... June 20,1808 | July 30.1808 || Leonidas. ........_. June 11,1808 | July 8 1808 

Columbia... .......- June a0, 1808 | Aug. 12, 189% SOC ausincstee 4 July 30,1808 | Aug. 12, 1808 
wosgittisns seek Apr. 21, 1808 | Aug. 14, 1408 || Leyden..............| Apr. 21, 1898 Do. 
Crore os. anes Maik do........| Aug. 12, 1808 ||} Machiag.............).. Gt. ede... Do. 
OOK ude cote tee dl iett. 4. Do. BL, canickuae May 7, 1808 Do. 
cc vrocaaeedaneal June 18 1898 Do. —_" ieee Apr. 21, 1808 Do. 
Dolphin... ..........- Apr. 21, 1808 | June 29, 1808 || Maple... ay 15, 1808 Do. 
Dorothea...........- June 30, 1808 | Aug. 12 1808 || Marblehead....._._. Apr. 21, 1808 Do. 
OO ERE Apr. 21,1808 | Aug. 3.1898 || Marietta... June 4, 1808 Do. 
Eagle................| Apr. 23,1808 | Aug. 12, 1808 || Massachusetts.......| May 18 1808 Do. 





roo agrosotwwmry,séaare eae ce @ 
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SPANISH CAM PAIGN—Continued 














































































4 - —, - os — 
Name from— To— i Name | From— To— 
e- renner prem retre a panes 
q Massasoit........... } July 21,1898 | Aug. 12, 1898 || Solace._.....____.. June 13,188 | July 12. 
j ee s-° 5 --| Apr. 21, 1808 Do. || ek ee ee Aug. 6. 1N98 | Aug 12, 
Me ‘ulloe how stand do... Aug. 16, 1898 || Southery. ...-..-| July 3, ses | July 30, 
/ MecKee_.............| July 25,1898 | Aug. 12, 1898 | Sterling. ....-.| May 19,1848 | June 27, 
Metcc =<" | sag i | tune wwe | Saas] Aloe Ay 
Merrimac. ........-. . ‘ | June 4, St. Lanis... | May 10,1888 | May 23, 
: Maintonomoh.......| May 5, 1808 Aug. 12, 1808 || bewecdd i. June 2, isvs July 45, 
; Minneapolis.........| May 17,1898 | June 6, IN@s |! TO tices. Ceelal July 31. 18:8 | Aug. 10, 
’ Monadnock... _.._. i= 3, 1608 | Aug. 16, 1808 || St. Paul _.._........| May 17, 1208 | May 2), 
: Monterey. . .....-- uly 23, 1X8 Do | eee ae June 12, 1898 | June 2s, 
‘€ rm gman age -| ope 21, 1808 | Aug. 12, 1808 | Ova 4. hit | July 10,188 | July 18, 
4 Rieti. wie... cds | May 1, 1898 Do. i we... kx snand Aug. 1, 1898 | Aug. 11, 
Ne ee July 12, 1898 | Io. Supply meek May 14,188 | June 1, 
Nanshan__......-- | Apr. 21, 1808 | Aug. 16, 1898 || ree Te } July 27,188 | Aug. 12, 
Nashville... .......-} do........| Aug. 12, 150s Pewee. 2 | i. | May 14, 18s Do. 
Nero .---..---| Aug. 3, 1808 | Aug. 16, 1508 || Sylvia... ..--| Aug. 2: 1n08 | Do. 
New Orleans... _.._- | May 21, 1898 Aug. 12, 1x08 Tacoma cocucaceal Jel: 31; 1808 | Aug. 4, 
fe Newark _...........| June 25, 1808 Do. \} Teeurnseh. . ....| Apr. 23, 1808 | Aug. 12, 
4 Weert ic... she. Apr. 21, 1898 July 14, 1898 || Terror... . soen-s| Ape. 21, 18U8 | Do. 
Do. . — July 31,1898 | Aug. 12,1808 | Texas aid ......}| May 18, [sve | Deo, 
New York... | Apr. 21, 1898 | Do. || Talbot ‘ ....-.| July 10, 1808 }o, 
Niagara... ...-. ....| May 3, 1808 | May 21, 1808 || Topeka-- ...-.| July 5, 1808 Do, 
eae ; June 10, 189% | Aug. 12, [su8 Uneas._.... Mie Apr. 20, ixvs8 Do. 
Olympia......-.....| Apr. 21, 1808 | Aug. 16, 1808 |) Vesuvius. ..-......- |} May 13, 1888 | Do. 
Oe j June 2, 1898 | Aug. 12, 1808 || Vicksburg ........- |} May 1, 1848 Do, 
Goate chest « debs ‘ ni S ISGR | om i] xaning hn dle | say 21, 1xus i 
ee ee oe pr. 27, 1st 0. || Vixen ilo oobs Tay 11, 1808 0, 
Panther_............| Apr. 20, 1sws Do. |} Vulean. 2. bee July 1, 1808 do, 
Passaic._............| June 14, 189% | June 23,1808 ||} Waban_.............| Aug. 3, 18t8 Do, 
Veoria...............| Jume 21, 1§ga | Lo. SF RS dsb do < -eas May 1, 1898 Lo, 
ee, SS ik Apr. 21, 1808 | Aug, 16,1896 || Windom _....-| May 4, 1808 Do, 
Piseataqua........-- | i 21, 1808S | Aug. 12, 1898 W eae ieee a. 21, 188 he 
Pom} ey -.-.- .---| June 6, 1808 | Deo }} Winslow Wied 0 do, 
, Peet eel... ak Apr. 21,1808 | July 14,1898 |) Wormpatuck.. .... Apr. 28, 1898 Do. 
i) ee eee July 1, 1868) At 12, 1898 || Woodbur ....| May 8, 1RU8 Do, 
4 Polsanione. > ai take a 1SUR | “eo: * || Yale. P 7 ; “a Alay 6, 1808 | May 28, 1898 
Potomac. ..........-| July 16,1808 | Aug. 6, 1898 || | PESTS June 27,1808 | July 26, 1x98 
a ----------| Apr. 21, 1898 | Do |} Yankee..............] June 3,188] July 3, 188 
CS ee Dh, det» ten Aug. 16, 1898 | 6. dss. ..--| July 21, 18¥8 | Aug. 12, 1898 
3 Resolute.............| June 4,1898 | July &, 1808 || Yankton__- ...-| June 25, 1808 Deo 
Be ee S| 2) july 24, 1808 Aug. 12, 1898 || pean. wits ak + June 2.1808 | July 18, 1898 
x Rodgers... _...--| May 9, 1888 | Do. || Zafire ..| Apr. 21,1898 | Aug. 16, 1898 
q San Gesneietn. “a July 1, 18U8 | De | Oflicers and men on | . . 

pO Pe ee | May 31, 188 | May 31,1888 || duty at Key West, 

Paha ow Jéban | July 28.1808 | Aug. 32,1808 || — Fla.: (See report) -. do_..... | Aug. 12, 1898 
a ee June 32, 1808 | June 26, 188% || Officers and men on | 

Scorpion.............| May 18, 189% | Aug. 12,1808 || duty at Cavite, 

3 er ae July 25, 1808 Do | FP. L: @ee report) | May 1, 1808 | Aug. 16, 1808 

4 Sulace........... -:] May 11,1898 | June 1, 1898 | 

4 CHINA CAMPAIGN 
Brooklyn..........-.| July 7, 1990 | Oct. 12,1900 || Newark " | May 27,1900 | July 22, 1900 
a Aut 3, 1900 pus: 6, 1900 || Solace __.. ----| June ik, 1000 | —_ 24, 1v00 
NAM cb nna oe ne a> Sdbum une 29, 1900 uly 24,1900 || Wheeling .-.---| Apr. 5, 1900 ay 1, woo 
a? eS * Ld a 14,1800 | May 27, 1vol Yorktown.. ys — 15, 1900 Sept. 10, 1900 
: Nashville ae oat une 18, 1900 | Sept. 7, 1900 |) Zafiro we ...--| July 10,1900 | Oct. 11, 1900 
9 New Orleans... ---- | Sept. 14,1900 | May 27, 1y0l | 


PHILIPPINE CAMPAIGN 











Name From — | To— | Name From— | To— 

pee eee ae Nov. 22, 1900 | Dec, 26,1000 '| Bennington... _.. Feb. 22,1800 | July 5, 1800 

; Ch. cucte... csv. | Feb. 2), i901 | July = 3, 1801 |} Do. ; July 15,140) Apr. 2, 1900 
ADE: . 2055... 548. | May 21, ino | Mar. 5, 1900 | lo ..--| May 27,1000) Jan. 3, 1001 

SMO. choge.s addtied | Sept. 12,1900 | Oct. 6, 1900 | Buttalo --+| Feb. 4.1500 Mar. 23, 1sv0 

= _.....| Nov, 19, 1901 | July 4, igo || Do ; _....| Aug. 14,1000 | Aug. 21, 1900 

{ Deo. ...----}| Sept. 17, War | Nov. 2, Igo Deo ; Feb, 26,1001) Mar, &, 1901 
q Te “ei | Jan. 31, 1008 | June 30, yO || Deo : _.| Mar. 25,1901 | Apr. 4, vol 
4 Annap lis. \pr. 24,1900 | Aug. 1, 1903 || Brooklyn... .._.. | Dec, 16, Inve) =~ Mar. 24, 1900 
Do. . | Feb, 10,1903) Feb. 20, tas Jo May 2, 1000) June 2i, 1900 

Do -- | Mar. 22,1903 | Apr. 11, 1903 do aes Nov, 3.1000 Jan. 31, 1001 

Arayat .-| Aug. 10,1900) July 4, i902 | Do --| Feb. 27, 1901 | Apr. 10,1901 

Arethusa -...} Dee, 5, 1900 | Loe. i Do Aug. 7, 1901 | Sept. 26, 1901 

Basco o-eees---.-| June 2 1d | Do. | Do _.| Feb, 13,1902: Feb. 24, 1002 
Baltimore... ... ...| Feb. 4, 1swe | > ad 5, 1900 Boston Feb. 4,150 June = 4&, 1808 
Barry...............| May 6,1005 | May 11, 1905 it Calamianes Aug. 4, 1900 | Mar. 1, 1000 














Io... 
Charleston 
Chauncey 
Concord 


Do 


Manileno._.. 

Marietta. _..... 
lo _. 

Mariveles 
Do 


a 5 eet 
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PHILIPPINE CAMPAIGN—Continued 


a 


6, 1900 | 
27, 102 
4, 1809 | 
. 21, Inve 
. 19, 1900 
. W, 1899 
. 9 xe | 


y 19, 1900 
3, 1901 
1, 1901 

11, 1902 

Is, 1902 
4, lInw 
6, 1905 





m, 1901 | 
;. 24, 1900 
. 31901 
. DB, 1902 | 

%, 1903 
. 24,1901 
. 31, 1903 | 
9, 1905 | 
2, 1299 | 
. KH, 1900 | 
. 30, 1900 | 
1, 194 


if, Inve 
; 31. 1900 
. 11900 
18, 1901 
3. 1901 
. 9 1901 
2, 1901 

. 10, 1902 
. 19, 1800 
. 2, von 
. 4,180 
2h, swe 

. 31000 
*. 30, 1g00 
17, 1500 
. 14,1800 
1, wot 
11, Isoy 
. 31, 1800 
. 3, ws 
4, Inve 
3, van 


ge 





June 


| July 


Feb. 
, Jan. 
| June 
May 
Nov. 


Feb. 
Jan. 

June 
Feb. 
July 


July 


May 
Aug. 
Apr. 
July 
July 
Nov. 
Apr. 

Oct. 

Feb. 
Dec. 
Aug. 
Mar. 
Aug. 
Apr. 
Aug. 
Dec. 
May 
July 

Oct. 

Mar. 


| July 
| Aug. 


Oct. 
May 
July 
Jan. 
July 


| Nov. 


Jan. 

June 
Apr. 
July 

Feb. 
May 
Aug. 
Apr. 


Sept. 


Jan. 
Ai. 
Oct. 


Sept. 


June 


Mar. 


Aug. 
July 
Apr. 


Sept. 


Dec. 
Jan. 

Oct. 

Apr. 
Aug. 
Jan. 
July 

Feb. 


Mar. 


Apr. 
Nev. 








. B, 1900 | Aug. 10, 1900 | 


6, 1901 |, 
4, 1902 || 


21, 1901 


18, 1900 || 


23. 1y01 
2u, Isug 
22, 1R¥9 
&, 1900 


10, 1900 | 


4, 1901 
5, 1901 


. 18, 1902 


4, 1902 


5. 2, ING 
Mey 


11, 1905 
17, 1900 
18, 1901 
13, 1900 
16, 1900 
9, 1901 
23, 1901 
25, 1901 
22, 1902 
16, 1902 
12, 1903 
4, 1902 
15, 1903 
12, 1905 
23. 1900 
3, 1900 
15, 1902 
31, 1904 
4, 1899 
2, 1900 


12,1900 | 
16, 1901 , 
12, 1901 | 


2, 1901 


8, 1902 | 


4, 1902 


9, 1900 | 


11, 1902 
4, 1902 
3, 1902 

17, 1902 
9, 1903 

14, 1903 

12, 1901 
4, 1902 


16, 1880 | 


16, 1900 
21, 1900 
27, 1901 

4, 1902 


9, 1901 © 


29, 1991 
2, vol 
®, 1902 
12, 1900 
ee. we 
fh, 1902 
a woo 
2. lyon 
3 
14, 
22. 
4, 
24. 


1a) 
yoo 
iw 
wun 
a, wer 
3), 194 
1, 1m 
z, 
fi, Noo 
® ven 
27, Wal 
&, lwo 
4, wr 
3). ton 
7, woo 
3, ivuu 


woo! 


| 
| 
| 












Name From— To— 
Newark ............ Dec. 22 1900 | Mar. 2 1901 
or Semen. ore. 21. inw | Feb. 19, 1900 

TF OE 4a May 22140) Aug. 15, 1% 
New York... May 2), 1901 , June 25, 1901 
Deo |} Aug. 27.141) Mar. 13, or 
Nashville... ...| Dee. 31, ney ) June 8, 1900 
eee Feb. 2 1901 | June 22, 1901 
Gipwhta.... ... Bi, Feb. 4,199. May 2), INg0 
Gtem ..2i...28. Mar. 18, 1899 Oct. 7, 1899 
TOOL oon deteod Nov. & 1899) Feb. 13, 1900 
ene... — S = _— 2¥, 1900 
speek ates . , June 1s, 1902 
3 eee, re Mar. 2.1996 Mar. 10, 1906 
ee ae Mar. 11, 194 | ie. 12 194 
Os May 4,1904 May 11, 144 
We. 12. 5. Saal May 30,1904! July 9. 1904 
Poe ee July DI Dec 2. 104 
POD bic icn os O50 Aug. 16,1906 Sept. 15 1906 
Pd iethies dice eu June 2.1899 July 4, 1902 

—— BG A. Sede ol ae 22, Isvg | “ Do 
cacscndeeuee ‘ov. 218 , Nov. 29,19 
BOO. £5,050. Mar. 15,1905 Apr. 2, 1905 
a - Be Bann 28 Se a 23, 1905 | May 30, 1905 
MOUS. tae ox Soten "eb. 4.1899 Aug. 17, 1899 
me. Sh 2B. Jan. 13,1900 June 12. 19m 
Piscataqua.__._..__. Apr. 24,1901 ' July 4, 1902 
Preset... 22... Apr. 16,1899 | Aug. 8, 1899 
15, 1899 June 3, 1900 
4,1900 | Oct. 2, 1901 
31. 1901 | July 20, 1902 
. 1 ; Apr. 5, 1903 
14.1900 | Aug. 2, 1902 
31, 1902, Nov. 25, 1902 
30,1903 | May 3, 1903 
29, 1903 | July 15, 1903 
3, 1902 July 4, 1902 
2.1904 | Dec. 4, 1904 
2%, 1899) Oct. 10,1901 
stig | Par i 
. eb. &, 1904 
22.19% | Aug. 5 194 
11, 1900 | Dec. 22, 1990 
15,1901 | Jan. 24, 1901 
27. 1901 | June 12, 1901 
19, 1901 July 2& 1901 
. Divo | Dec. 31, 101 
. 181902 | Jan. 25, 1902 
22. Inve | Sept. 17, 1900 
12, 1900 | Sept. 2%, 1900 
3, 1900 July 4, 1902 
2, 1901 j Nov. 13, 1901 
oe 7, 4, 1902 

. ; 5, yoo do. 
Ww \ inaineton Be doe Jan. 2), 1901 | May 10, 1901 
Wompatuck.. Apr. 24.1901 | July 4, 1902 
Merde... .- sk... Apr. 14,1) Jan. 13, 1900 
eRe ee Mar. 10,1900 | Moar. 21, 1900 
Yorktown Feb. 23.1809 | July 12. sw 
EES Aug. 3.ise@ | Apr. 9 lu0 
 rearen Sept. 17. woo | Maw 23 lan 
Do. Sept. 11. 1901 | Sept. 2X. i; 
WM ccklti cron Nov, 17, 1901 | Ape. 1A 12 
| Vosrmilte........ July IX IN08 | Aue. 1 iw 
> nelle Stool aure 14.1900 | June 30 Leno 

Pe eAe ites Aug. 7.1800) Ang. 12. 1900 
' Zafira 2.00... | Keb. 4.dsay: June 10, ise 

ON tls yi | July ®oisme! Ang. 4. 18g 
Do 202) Aue. QD, P88 | Oct. 13. ISuy 
- BA wcahee i | " a, INe8 | — lw, ISvo 
> HONS c. Nov. 277 sv) Mur. 2), tan 
BOS: sacs. i. 90 June 3.190 Jure 21, on 
MAA A Oct. @ tw! Aug. Wr 
Do Oct. 11, 1901 | Feb. 15, 1902 
| Officers and men on | 
duty at-- : 
Cavite, PT. | Feb. 4.1899 | July 41902 
eee. Ra Mae. Do 
oar . j aes |} June ALO 
sa ‘ a- ! 
ee Sie Ot | July 14 13 


| 
i 
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DOMINICAN CAMPAIGN—MAY 5 TO DEC. 4, 1916 














| | 
Name From— To— i Name From— | To— 
7] 

Cee as... ae oe ee July 6,1916/ ............. || Memphis ain July 24,1916 | July 25, 1916 
TS oles se . July 23, 1916 eee e aces pallet Sl July 31, 1916 re 
Do._............] Aug. 18, 1916 Do --- | Aug. 18. 1916 | Aug. 29, 1916 
Sa Sept. 1,1916 | Sept. 2.1916 | Machias .....--| Nov. 24,1916 | Nov. 25, 1916 

Castine. ............ | May 5, 1916 | June 27, 1916 a ‘ -...| June 15, 1916 June 25, 19:6 
ee cs... July 15,1916 | Aug. 5, 1M16 || ‘ | July 2.1916 | July 3.1916 
Db iakcee x0 : Aug. 17,1916 | Aug. 22, 1916. | oe ei ee ae July 9. i916 | July 11, 1916 
Do... 1.1} Aug. 2% 1916 1 Do ""{| Oet. 14. 1916 ; 
Aug. 2%. 1916 | Sept. 9.1916 || Olympia._.._...__.| Nov. 30.1916 | Dec. 4, i916 
Do_.............] Sept. 12,1916 | Sept. 19, 1916 | Potomac. _- ..| Aug. 28,1916 | Sept. 1, 1916 
Biiness ~~ Sept. 25, 1916 | Oct. 10, 1916 |) ae Sept. 25, 1916 |... 3 
Do. ............-| Oct. 12,1016 |; Oct. 15,1916 || Prairie. ._. B May 5.1916 | May 27, 1916 
Jo_.............| Oct. 17,1916 | Oct. 25, 1916 {| Do.. Shida Sept. 1, 1916 | Sept. 10, 1916 

Cena =. - ; May 10,1916 | Muy 2, 1916 || Do ....| Sept. 12,1916 | Oct. 15, 1916 
| ae et June 7,1916 | June ¥, 1916 | } a oe all Oct. 16,1916 | Oct. 17,1916 
1 a Latiats Oct. 8, 1916 ; za a: ‘ Oct. 26,1916 | Nov. 8, 1916 
ied... _...| Oct. 2, 1916 |. _...-.- }} Salem _...| Sept. 7,1916 | Bept. x, 1916 

Ditie 2222 2222"| Sept. 6 1916 | Sept. @ivi6 || Do... 22222227] Sept. 29. 1916 | Sept. 30, 1916 
ee | Sept. 16,1916 | Sept. 18, 1916 |} Panther. Muy 22,1916 | May 25, 1916 

Hancock ...:......-.- | June 18, 1916 | June 19,1916 || Dolphin May 12, 1916 May 22. 1916 
SE iliac choreceatare | Sept. 12, 1916 | Sept. 30,1916 |, Hector _. ‘ May 9.1916 | Jnwe 3, 1916 
eG. nn oe 1916 | Nov. 11,1916 '| Kentucky...........| June 11,1916 | June 12, 1916 
Do cnccacccosy sels Oe ONE | NOW. St tees 1) GONNOS. .......<2.. Aug. 27, 1916 | a 

Memphis.__........ : May 27, 1916 June 6, 1v16 || eto Sept. 1,1916 | Sept. 2, 1916 
OR aac June 7,1916 | July 16, 1916 | 


| | 





CUBAN PACIFIC ATION 




















| 

Alabama...........-. | Feb. 11,1907 | Feb. 16,1907 | Marietta <acanaeneell 27 Jan. 18, 1907 Jan. 21,1997 
i. ee | Oct. 7,1908 | Nov. 1, 1906 |) es Feb. 7,1007 | Feb. ‘ 
COMM encase daniel | Sept. 2s, 1906 | Jan. 15, 1907 ce Mar. 18, 1908 Mar. 25, 1908 
Cleveland _........ Sept. 21,1906 | Jan. 13, 1907 - Seach fo 5, 1908 | Apr. 16, 1908 
Columbia ........-. Oct. @, wus Apr. 17,1907 . | May 3 7. 1908 | June 
Henege. tf. ... ---| Sept. 12,1906 | Oct. 2, 1906 | _.- a} June 30,1908 | July 11, 1908 
Des Moines. _.._.... | Sept. 15,1906 | Jan. 25, 1907 || nance ....---| Bept. 22,1906 | Oct. 22, 1006 
[pial »c.0c-o see -..| Sept. 12, 1908 | Sept. 21,1906 || Newark 0072-201)... do | Nov. 9. 

Be apaioccdedt | Jan. 7,1907 | Aug. 18,1907 || New Jersey... Sept. 21,1906 | Oct. 13, 1908 
Dubuque _.........- | May 18,1907 | May 19,1007 || Paducah _.______.. Sept. 12, 1906 | | Apr. 
SIE ededs ceded | Feb. 11,1907 | Feb. 16,1907 || Prairie ice wanpotadl Oct. 6,1906 | Nov. 21, 1906 
Indiana ...........- Sept. 30,1906 | Oct. 8, 1906 | Do .2...........| Jan, 29,1907 | May 16, 1907 

Be ae cctteaed Feb. 11,1907 | Feb. 16, 1907 UN nuraka cinta Dec. 25,1908 | Dec. 31, 1908 
SO ee ne cccesd do Do. | SO ccapecomsstal Jan. 17,1909 | Jan. 23,: 
Kentucky .........- Sept. 30, 1906 | Oct. 9, 1906 || Tacoma Sept. 21, 1906 Feb. 26, 1907 
Louisiana ..........| Sept. 21,1906 | Oct. 13,1906 || Texas ......-- 200... Oct. 9.1996 | Oct. 30, 1906 

Ss Dec. 25,1006 | Dec. 29, 1906 | SIN, oo ceere-cnmnall Sept. 21,1906 | Oct. 13, 1906 
SERS oe dee cacied . 14, 1906 | Oct. 9, 1906 Bop: 8 . 


NICARAGUAN CAMPAIGN FROM JULY Q, 1912, TO NOV. 14, 1912 
Caurornia, CoLopapo, Denver, Tacoma, ANNAPOLIS, CLEVELAND, G1 acieR 
HAITI CAMPAIGN—FROM JULY 9, 1915, TO DEC. 6, 1915 























Washington ._.....-- July 90,1915 | Dec. 6, 1915 . 91915 | Dec. 6,1015 
Tennessee ........... Aug. 16,1915 | Aug. 18, 1915 - 6,1915 | Oct. 8, 1915 
Pl lictisin cease Aug. 31,1915 | Sept. 3, 1915 Oct. 23,1915 | Nov. 9, 1915 
Marietta. ...........|.....do.......| Sept. 19, 1915 . B, 1915 Dec. 6, 1915 
ir atuhupecdeses Dec. 21915 | Dec. 6, 1915 9.1915 | Nov. 2, 1915 
ON icenctccicsras Aug. 4,1915 Do. 4,1915 | Dee. 2,1915 
PO ch co ccnccae Nov. 7, 1015 Do . 0, 1915 | Sept. 24,1915 
QU an duckcedcece Aug. 8,1915 | Nov. 2,1915 || Patuxent............ Nov. 1,1915 | Dec. 6, 1915 
Nashville............| July 9, 1915 | Dec. 6, 1915 
LANDING PARTIES 
UO. CR ccc cncous Jen. 6, 1903: Marines | U, 8. 8. Prairie.........-. June 5 to July 2%, 1912: 
landed at Colon. astnes a QGuante- 
a Nov. 1903: Land namo, Cu 
¥. ae cadets Colon. ms U. 8. 8. Paducah........| June 6 to July 2, 1912: 
.. © PE. 5 oc cccca Nov. 14, 1903: Marines Landing party at El 
landed at Le Boca, Cobre, Cuna, 
Panama. Diacaesar tone tea June 6 to July %, 1012: 
U. 8. 8. Boston.........| Dec. —, 1003: Landing caning party at El- 
pt 1608 Land U. 8. 8. Eagle J ey ny ~ M, 1912: 
Dec. eat ey Os WD ete ces u E : 
U. 8. 8. Wyoming....-.. party at | ng Landing pe y af Bibo- 
jew port....... Nov. woe a ney, 
a party at Sante Herbare U. 8. 8. Nashville..._..- ne eS 10 to July 24, 1912: 
de Samana, !). Landing party at Wood« 
U. 8. 8. Tacoma........| Feb. 1, 1911: nates fred, Cu 


y at Ban l’edre, 
fonduras. 
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Navat Vessets ParticipaTING IN ExprpiTtions To CHINA AND NICARAGUA 
Durino tHe YEAR 1928 


43. Vessels that were actively engaged in the expeditions to China and Nicara- 
gua during the year 1928, with the beginning and ending dates of the pocaes 
during which each of the vessels participated, as furnished by the Navy Depart- 








ment: 
CHINA 
Vessel Port of arrival Date of arrival Port of departure ae 

Darl . 2k..23. Shanghai __._.__.....| Nov. 2. 

June 5, 1927. ____. Hong Kong .....___.| Jan. 28. 

4 Ok, es eee Pagoda Anchorage ___| Sept. 10. 

es. B*..Jntiak. Hong Kong. _.... > Dec. 5. 
paste .| Chef eS oct ee eS 













Mar. 6. 
Oct. 5, 
Black Hawk ....._... Hong Kong _....... Apr. 7 
SR el eeat osdeeen ..---| Chinwangtao..._..... Sept. 18 
NE... oc cacccsul ee : 
ee ETT Woosung............. 
ccc cedanectenaee Swatow ......... July 14 
Re so ee ee Shanghai..........___. Oct. B 
i OSS. ctucy..nas Oct. Il 
pa ie a Oct. B 
EE sccm ecaenaeaotinen Oe eee June 5. 
et edna EEE Oct. 2. 
McCormick... ...... Ses Sos. nas D». 
CN cdg oe Woosung........_... Jan. 13. 
eked oer ES. Sdeukls a oe Alacrity Bay ........ | Apr. 13. 
| RR eR: SE Scckaicse ssn Woosung......._..___. Oct. B. 
i hanghai_... ee Jan. 13. 
& siolsenci ia inilieaiien dice a Shep sh e-adite-| Game 
RRR CT” eS Son See & oC  ee 2 
oy SE niin onde BURNIE, WR dan ctrl ti nd Pia aint lade Do 
i Shanghai........._- Se Ee Jan. 13 
Dc winnie sawaall ee Foochow........_.. . | Mar. 23..........]| Woosuneg........_... Oct. B. 
ee... Woosung.......... --| Nov. 30, 1927..___| Shanghai......__- cr. ae 
ein. d siasitbin- cit eS eee Nes ..| Sept. 23. 
IEE cn ch ctu cine as. bass ae May 16, 1927.....| Shanghai..........___. Jan. 13. 
ah, X atendin ciated Chinwangtao .........] Apr. 29.--.-...... er Ee Aug. 7. 
ccs Laem cant Shanghai........ ee ae. _ ‘ in on ccekt . ee 
Hulbert..... pops + haen oaeaee May 2 
OO tienes cin od Hong Kong Oct. B. 
Rte a eee ee Oct. 26. 
B. Preston......__. Shanghai June 26. 
Do Oct. B. 
ES ceieede ce twernn'n gallina Feh. 26. 
Do Oct. 29. 
Bicard July 14. 
Do .| Oct. BD. 
SE ip ccnacniccca sc Guia .| Aug. 2. 
Cc ‘ Sentai 
ene ae : -, 
DORE... cticeundesctens Hong Kong Sept. 20. 
SUI. cu. 2 25060 | 


! China during entire year. 

*? Commissioned at Shanghal June 1 and operated in Chinese waters remainder of year. 

* Commissioned at Shanghai Oct. 22 and operated in Chinese waters remainder of year. 

‘ Operated in Chinese waters until Oct. 15 

* Commiaaioned at Shanghai July 10 and operated in Chinese waters remainder of year, 

* Commissioned at Shanghai Mar. 2 and oy crated in Chivese waters remainder of yerr. 

; Comaniesioned at Shanghai Sept. 10 and operated in Chinese waters remainder of year. 
hina remainder of year. 

* Or erated in a until Nov. 9, date of decommissioning. 

* Operated in Chinese waters until Sept. 28. 
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| Date of de 








Vessel Port of arrival Port of departure | parture 
P } 
I tin annnennee’ Hong ed Shanghai..............| Oct. 30. 
Henderson ...........- lads <n ccvestes | Hong Kong.. ..| Apr. 4. 
SN 4. ccasesnes GP i chdeneencceuede MNECOD accuse | Shanghai.............. | Oct. 3. 
CREMIISERS ....wesese<s | Hong Kong s eiensitiedinia std | Hong Kong. .........-. | Jan. 15, 
SRE a ok anmennt OS =a ee a 4 bo umasednaen | July 22 
a ae | Hong Kong S pelacmsebes | Shanghol. loa winecedaeine Nov. 2. 
Hattiteahhd..s.2is---- Sint JO ounscdbwec cack _|.....do | Oct. 29. 
PING atesinds a <<seene-s TAs «dp ecuwcedned Se ik colonic ote ater | Dec. 12 
ads isa « 44<-002- | 3 Hone Kong..........-. ac deaaun ate saneen | Sept. 18. 
CREE, dhale inn onntn=<<s CU acdhaenenscues Hong Kong...........| Oct. 11. 
HOGG - saul... 002 0-0se- GRANGE... 2204 ..| Shanghai..... tides t GUE 
DUG GAS Sco inn dence SRS idanonccodesd --|-- Mt ctaa/Exie-ocea wavenal MER 
,  ehrlee it apaeai Hong Een .| do. . ..| Mag. 3. 
nt owns cede ..| Citi. ........... Sept. 18. 
em Sa ak 6 n deh sans sinc hms debe cwnsakn boule is 'vte 
8-30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35...| long Kong.._.. ....-- --| Amoy........------ Sept. 20. 
Ge hthccs a <ciau~< TWIGNOOY, .....-2.-00 a oe Sept. 21. 
8-37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 _.| Shanghal............- odes Do. 
Rochester .........-.-.-- CO. oo 58 el db andes Corinto Feb. 1 
Batik 6 20409sbenent  cistcndn tein ina iask doen }.....d0 | Mar. 15, 
ttn ticnnstmahen cas eS seseoteieget | do | Apr. 7. 
Betis ob odnsece -o~Nhs do ee | May 31 
setae ths capcaiilaks dies Puerto Cabezas Bluefields......__- June W. 
ec carkecrhdiaeiess SL chat bono asente Te ecenil | July 18. 
RE aed ate MS 3 8 cs caonel BS ARS: eee to | Aug. 25. 
PE iit vbinn an licen ehedane Sie can aanses | Sept. 22 an Sept. 27. 
Diinabivhdnenchbakoncsue’ Mises stuscobaeed’ ; oan ...| Nov. 27. 
dik ciretnnawhecdenend inuksbnate adie a ieme ln < cosipimdenere .| Jan. 7, 1929 
Cleveland ............- BAe sciences es I eas Apr. 24. 
ieee saan ved Puerto Cabezas Puerto Cabezas.._.__. Apr. 2. 
i ecbGbant«xssed Bluefields Bluefields___._. ....| June 14, 
SPB os sen qnensw do | See ae eee .-| July 11. 
Tiss ietgmuwanongunt “Puerto Cabezas....___| July 23...........|...-- | July 26. 
BS di iniaine asseeremacdata Bluefields |. Aug. 8. 
PS: 4... ainsi noatiew de COUN i cnndarsscadd | Sept. 22. 
ail eal nll Bluefields Oct. 15. 
PR <sn nang hime oan een eee 1 _ MAS ae Oct. 20. 
St whduuke adden Puerto Cabezas N Nov. 8. 
anes se ist cne GM itiasees i Nov. 20. 
PR ia ean ncnxese thins DD do atte Jan. 12. 
ee Bluefields Puerto Caberzas__.... Jan. 22. 
Mt osce seth ards Gee i hee darian «sce Dic ctieh da<needas Feb. 19. 
RSS ae Corinto CeO a dina dive gtice Mar. 23. 
Ts cs stn sceenigite dh Puerto Cabezas | Bluefields. ..| May 15. 
a sy Corinto | Corinto. - | July 22. 
A seen tle Bluefields Puerto Cabezas...._.. Aug. 12. 
BUR: aagicgessospedoee Puerto Cabezas insta pen diastelarin ain ai Aug. 27 
tne aca a Bluefields Sih iateaiiso taka Dec. 20. 
Galveston............- Corinto | SR ob 2 <5, les cees Jan. 2 
a ee Bluefields .| Puerto Cabezas....... Mar. 31, 
EN chbine~ «bnmmenes do usta IR a das ahuemaine Apr. ll 
An tchinh thiaicanc bade Puerto Cabezas_ Puerto Cabezas. ...-.. Apr. 30 
Ban cost ee cee tart MOEA, cod nes hae oe Os ic fo ui ddcec June 18, 
RR sink tts eeoew tie do f ; BP Gn iss ob ldsdd nd Oct. 19. 
ID... 5. cebtemetlscke Bluefields Nov. IS. ciccenenine Nov. 15, 
RE Beet idea = de ald do Ponca Nov. Puerto Cabezas_......| Nov. 20. 
a lies Puerto Cabezas._..... Nov. 30 Blueflekds. .........-- Dec. 3 
Pe okuersnscmet COR... - accep deveke UR Bist edisie oat GR 25. sineasa~s Feb. 16 
A in class Puerto Cabezas. ..___. Mar. 10........ Puerto Cabezas. ....-. Mar. 10. 
RE i i ce rate Bluefieldis ..| June 14 do Ot apt olde ye 
Beets. o6 Puerto Cabezas ..| July 7 Blueflelds. | July 11. 
ia NS. came «onde Ne Wien a |} Corinto. ...-..----... July 25, 
BOD. scccociiees Si. .chGies - aga ss Ae Fs... ns Reali Raina is Aug. 21, 
sete es Blueflelds _......._... Aug. 31_. Puerto Cabezas.. ..| Sept. 16, 
lo Puerto Cabezas .| Sept. 24 | Bluefields ..| Oct. 4. 
Do Cems CC si andes Nov. Is Corinto _.. ..| Dee. 9. 
Ramajpo do ..| Mar. 25 SS ate | Mar, 26, 
Do _ do _.| May 27 do | May 27. 
Salinas — Suis | Jan. 26 .... | 2 GP xe nis Jan, 27. 
BMD docu’ genes ruck. cess btu MO Bow at St ee Feb. 14, 
i aa lo sxeseen tee ao oes June 25. 
Nitro do ..| Jan, 16 GS i \. céce Jan. 17. 
Do tdulves saul do vate te. Geli. } do | Jun. 22. 
Do. Puerto Cabezas.. ___.| May 3 Puerto Cabezas ..... May 3. 
eta Corinto ees a Corinto | May 10 
Do. du . --| Juiy 6 do | July 6. 


' China during entire ycar. 


61734 O—55——6 
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Vesse_s oF THE Revenve Cutter Service (Coast Guarp) PLacep UNDER 
THE SECRETARY OF THE Navy To Cooperate WITH THE Navy DURING THE 
SPANISH-AMERICAN War, TOGETHER WiTH THE Dares or THE EXECUTIVE 
Orpvers Directinc Svcu CooPERATION 


44. Executive order dated March 24, 1898, included the following-named ves- 
_ Gresham, Windom, Hamilton, Hudson, Calumet, Woodbury, Morrill, Guthrie, 
anning. 


By an arrangement between the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of 
the Treasury the Guthrie was not required to comply with this order. This order 
also included two vessels known as Algonquin and Onondaga, in course of construc- 
tion at Cleveland, Ohio, but not ready to be placed in commission. They were 
brought around through the Canal and lakes to the Atlantic coast but before 
being in condition for active service the war had been brought to a close. 

Executive order dated April 4, 1898: McCulloch. 

Executive order dated April 9, 1898: ‘‘Cutters now in the North Pacific.” This 
included: Perry, Grant, Rush, Corwin. 

Executive order dated April 12, 1898: McLane. 

Executive order dated April 29, 1898, effective as of April 8: Colfaz,' Boutwell.! 

The above-named vessels were returned to the Treasury Department by Execu- 
tive orders as follows: 

Executive order dated August 15, 1898: Perry, Grant, Rush, Corwin. 

Executive order dated August 17, 1898: Gresham, Windom, Hamilton, Algonquin, 
Hudson, Calumet, Woodbury, Onondaga, Morrill, Manning, Guthrie. 

Executive order dated August 25, 1898: McLane. 

Executive order dated October 29, 1898: McCulloch. 

The Secretary of the Navy in transmitting the order to the McCulloch fixed 
November 2 as the date on which it should be considered as becoming effective. 
There were no revenue cutters (Coast Guard) aes under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary of the Navy during the Philippine Insurrection or Boxer Rebellion. 


' No refcrence is made to these vessels in subsequent Executive orders. 
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NAVAL FORCES MOBILIZED FOR PARTICIPATION IN PHILIPPINE INSURRECTION AND 
BOXER RERELLION 


45. The Navy Department advised that during the Philippine Insurrection and 
the outbreak of the Boxer Rebellion the entire Asiatic Fleet was mobilized, 
in the sense that all ships were prepared for active participation in whatever 
quarter their services would be needed. 

In both instances the United States vessels were used as dispatch boats, to 
receive refugees, to cooperate with the Army, and to patrol the coasts in protec- 
tion of American and foreign citizens. 

The following vessels performed the duty prescribed above: 

Borer Rebellion.—U. 8. 8. Newark, landing party; U. 8. 8. Don Juan de Austria, 
stood by; U. 8. S. Monadnock, stood by; U. 8. 8. Monocacy, landing party; U. 8. 8. 
Nashville, landing party; U. 8. S. Yorktown, stood by; U. 38. 8. Oregon, landing 
party; U.S. S. Wheeling, stood by; U.S. 8. Helena, stood by. 

Philippine Insurrection.—U. 8. 8. Brooklyn, U. 8. 8. Basco, U. 8. 8. Bennington, 
U. 8. 8. Castine, U. 8. 8. Celtic (cupply ship), U. 8S. S. Concord, U. 8. 8. ican 
U. 8. 8. Culgoa (rupply ship), U. S. 8. General Alava (dispatches), U. 8. 8. Glacier 
(supply ship), U. 8. 8. Guardoqui, U. 8. 8. Iris (collier), U. 8. 8S. Isla de Cuba, 
U. g 8. Isla de Luzon, U. 8. 8S. Leyte, U. 8. 8. Manila, U. S. S. Charleston, U.S. 8. 
Monadnock, U. 8. 8. Manileno, U. 8. 8. Marietta, U. 8. 8. Mindoro (dispatch 
boat), U. 8. 8. Monterey, U. 8. 8. Nashville, U. 8. 8. Oregon, U. 8. S. Pampanga, 
U. S. 8S. Paragua, U. S. 8S. Petrel, U. 8. S. Princeton, U. 8. S. Quiros, U. 8. S 
Samar, U. 8. 8. Villalobos, U. 8. 8. Olympia. 


Vessets WuHicu PARTICIPATED IN, OR WERE PREPARED FOR ACTIVE PARTICIPA- 
TION IN CONNECTION WITH, THE OccuUPATION OF VERA CRUZ AND THE DaTEs 
Between Wuicu THESE Respective Vessets Were ENGAGED 


{Extracted from the Bureau of Navigation Manual, pt. A, ch. 1) 


46. List of the vessels participating: 























Name | From— | To— | Name From— To— 

AE. cccpnieb deca Apr. 22,1914 | Nov. 23, 1914 Cummings... .....-- Apr. 20,1914 | May 18, 1014 
DD aha hanotauke July 4,1916 | July 23, 1916 | A eB bbile indiana wees June 9, 1914 | June 12, 1914 
a shbede Nov. 25,1916 | Dec. 2,1016 || Cyclops _........... June 6.1014) Aug. 4,1914 
see kee Apr. 22.1914 | May 5.1914 || Delaware ....._.... July 8.1914 | Oct. 91916 
Tl cectetaniudd May 91914 | May 27, 1914 | Denver ............ July 7.1914 | July &, 1914 
Annapolis..........- Apr. 21,1914 | Oct. 3, 1914 eae Aug. 13,1914 | Aug. 24, 1914 
RT ete a July 4,1916 | Sept. 18, 1916 | er eee ...| Apr. 4,1916 | June 29, 1916 
ee rs Bc Nov. 111916 | Nov. 15,1016 | tai July 15,1916 | Sept. 14,1916 
Wel ci ode cobdben Nov. 19,1916 | Feb. 7, 1916 | See. 20 ts ac etaass Dec. 16,1916 | Feb. 7, 1917 
Arcthusa..........-- Apr. 30,1914 | May 2, 1914 || Des Moines. .......- May 14,1914 | June 19, 1914 
OR tt _....-| June 2,1914 | June 7, 1914 | | are July 19,1914 | Aug. 21, 1914 
AtRORONBecéc. -.csni Apr. 22,1914 | Sept. 3, 1914 Wee. wwbde st dceden Aug. 27,1914 | Oct. 15,1014 
OE Ei ce ceteus May 25,1916 | June 1,1016 || Dixie ......-.----.-- Apr. 23,1914 | Apr. 24,1014 
RIES asad. ou akties Apr. 24,1914 | May 3, 1914 | eee May 2,1914 | May 27,1914 
Heale Sinn ais Apr. 22,1914 | May 27, 1914 ae ..--| June 25,1916 | June 27, 1916 
Birmingham. -_..... do ..| May 25, 1014 RS ak ae, July 13,1916 | Aug. 24, 1916 
RO: . ie dak: June 13,1914 | Aug. 3,1014 || Dolphin ............| Apr. 21,1914 | June 20, 1014 
ar ars July 6.1916 | Aug. 17, 1916 | Dat. bites. acters July 2.1916 | July», 1916 
RO... do oc watian Nov, 14,1914 | Nov. 26,1914 || Drayton....... ----| Apr. 22,1914) May 4, 1014 
GONE, ssceceke ees Mar. 2, 1916 | Mar. 20, 1016 || Eagle -........_.- -| May 3.1014 | Aug. 15, 1914 
Oe: xc aedws June 22,1916 | June W, 1916 || Florida. __..-. ad Apr. 21.1914 | July 13, 1014 

Dom ....2..-4.-..] Aug. 31,1916 | Feb. 7, 1017 || Flusser.............. Apr. 2, 1914 | Apr. 20, 1914 
Burrows ............] Apr. 22,1914 | May 15, 1014 | RSE nts July 2, 1916 | July 9, 1916 
Do _...........] May 20,1914 | May 27,1914 || Fanning... -. ..| Apr. 22,1914 | May 27, 1014 
California... ........ Apr. 21,1014 | June 24,1014 || Georgia.............] May 1, 1914 | Aug. 3, 1914 
| are July 16,1914 | Aug. 18,1914 || Glacier ......2..--- Apr. 21, 1914 Apr. 25, 1014 
COM. divin asici< Apr. 20,1914 | June 14,1914 Ido .............| July 10,1914 | Aug. 6, 1614 
Chattanooga .___..| Apr. 21,1914 | June &, 1014 | ee Aug. 27. 1914 | Rept. 2%, 1014 
OM. scubiadedesi July 6.1914 | Nov. 26,1914 | RR re! --.| Mar. 20,1916 | Apr. 12, 1916 

SOR: cc 8Vage cae’ Mar. 14,1916 | Apr. 13, 1916 | ORD intis cinder June 16, 1916 | June 30, 1916 
Re ge RUSH Apr. 30,1016 | Aug, 31, 1916 | Do. ..........-..| July 11,1916 | July 7, 1916 
Ee ae Dec. 11,1916 | Dec. 16, 1916 | | aS eT Aug. 17, 1916 
Catto. ...2akccesit: Apr. 25,1014 | May 5, 1014 | Jdo..............] Oct. 21016) Oct. 30, 1016 
Do..............] July 8.1014 | July 13, 1014 | Do -..ae--eee-| Dee. 12,1916 | Dee. W, 1916 

Ns ea ered Rept. 4, 1914 | Oct. 12,1014 || Hancock... -. ..| Apr. 21, 1014 | July 14,1014 

hh ee Apr. 21,1914 | June &, 1014 | Io ecuee ee |" Apr. 15, 1916 | June 25, 1916 
Cheyenne. .........- May 15,1914 | May 16, 1914 MR. June 30, 1916 | Sept. 30, 1916 
Cleveland ..........| May 11,1914 | Oct. 27,1014 || Henley | Apr. 22,1014 | May 2, 1914 
oa Mar. 14, 1916 | Nov. 20, 1916 | De eheckdchs May 8, 1014 May 22, 1014 
Cabesite . 583% June 24,1916 | Aug. 14,1016 || Hopkins............ May 6, 1914 | June 2), 1914 
Connecticut ......-- Apr. 21,1914 | July 2, 1014 IL. at hat ieites abe } July 6.1014 | Aug. 27, 1914 
OR, eis seuss hi May 13,1914 | May 2, 1914 Ido. .......-.----| June 2, 1916 | June 24, 1916 
19,1914 | Aug. 13,1914 ldo ......---| July 31916) Aug. 22, 1016 
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Name From-— | To- lj Name From— To— 
ii catagutaaae atti ai tases ial asl a ——— a a ae a 
| | , | 
FRR | May 2.1914) Aug. 11,1914 Paulding | Apr. 22,1914 ) May 27. 1016 
Do June 24,1916 | June 21,1916 Pigtsburgh_. .. | June 23,1916 | Oct. 4.1916 
Illinois... | Oct. 13,1916) Feb. 7.1917 |) Preble : |} May 2. 1yl4! Aug Wi dyn 
Iris. ...| Apr. 29,1914 | May 20. 1914. Po... 0... | Apr. oli) Ape, 20, 1vi6 
oe June 4,1914 | June 12, 1914 | De : -.. | July Is ivie Aug. 22, 1916 
Jenkins......_.. Apr. 22.1914 | May 10, 1914 | Proteus... . | June SY tt4 July 4, felt 
Do.. ; May 14.1914, June 16,1914 Prairie Apr. 21,1914) May i, 1014 
DoS xcaue ; Apr. 22,1914 | May 25, 1914 | lo Juve Is, 1414 | June 2s, 114 
_ Do May 31,1914 | June 12,1914, Raleigh | Apr vi, twi4d) June 2.014 
Jupiter _ Apr. 27,1914 | July 9 Wt4' Do _. ! July 11,1914 Aug. Wty 
“s Apr. 6.1916 | Apr. 23, 1916 ') Pacis | Get. 21s Now. Bi big 
Katints -.--.-..}) July 14, 1d | Oct, A V4 | {a Mar. 27.1916 Mar. S116 
Kentucky ------ | Mar. 21916 ; June 2, 1916 | $0... a Aug. Ziyi) Oct) 2b lis 
Lawrence __. | May 2.1914 | Aug. 27,1914 | Reid } Apr. 21014) Ape fe rer 
Do... a Apr. 25,1914! June 2, 1914 Do. | June 26. 1yii June 28. 1V16 
Lebanon... .........] do... . | Sept. 1 iid) Rhode Ishud - Oct. sid! Nov. Qi roid 
Louisiana... . | Apr. 22,1914 | May 29,1914) Sucramento.. May 2. i914 July 13, i914 
Macthias... ‘ May 15.191 | June 14,1919 50 Do j Dee. Mi tle Feb. Fitz 
ee | Mar. 14,1916 ) June 2s, 1916 Salem. . | May 5, 1914, Sept. 19. Iwl4 
Marietta. ._.._.... | do } June 27, 1916 Do. | June 25.1916 | Aug. de lei6 
Maryland } Apr. 2.1914 | Sept. iw, ivi4 } San Diego | July 10,1914 | Sept. ie 1ul4 
Do June 2s, yt | Nov. 2s, 1916 Do Nov. 24, 1914 | Nov, 26, luis 
Michigan | "Apr. 22.114) May 2twta || Uo. | June 22. iyi | July Ix, 16 
Do | Oct. igi | Now, 26, 1914 | Ido. } Oct. Wl lyse | Aug. 19, 1916 
Minnesota | Apr. 21.1914 | May 20,1914 | San Francisco. _. Apr. 21,1914 ) June 13, 1914 
Do | July 2 roid | Aug. 7, 1914 Do. . 2 | July 6. ivid July 17.1914 
Do | Oct. HH, 19t4 | Nov. 26, 1984 |) Saturn. 2022} Ape a. May 2 Ivl4 
Milwaukee | June 25.1916 | Aug. 22. 1916 Do... June 7M@l4' June i ivis 
Montana | Apr. 28,1914) May 34,1014 i, Saturn........2.... | July 22,1914! Aug. &, lyI4 
Mississippi (old) | Apr. 24.1914 | June 12, 1914 |" lo ° -.---| Sept. 23, 1914 | Now. 2, 1914 
Nanshan | Aug. &. 1914 | Sept. 6. 1914 | Do... boa Oct. 12.1916 Dee. 14 yl 
Do | Oct. 194 | Oct. Ads, | Do... 2... \ Jan, 11917 | Jan. 16, 1917 
Do | July 1.196 | July Lb 1916 | Solace ---....-..| Apr. 2.1914 | May 5, tyl4 
Do | Oct. 2 igi | Get. fa, bt Do............. | June 24,1914 | Oct. 30,1914 
Do | Dee. 11, 1916 Dee. 13,1915 ' Senoma . } Apr. 22.1914 Sept. 5, 1vl4 
Nebraska | May 2.1014 | June 21,1914. South Carolina...) | Apr. 21,1914 May 31.1914 
Du June 1.1016 | Oct. 13.1916 South Dakota. -..) July toivit'! July 2, 1914 
New Hampshire | Apr 21,1014, June 21, 14 Io .. : May 2. ivie | Aug. 1, 19l6 
New Jersey Apr. 22,1914 | Aug. 13,1914 5) Stewart. .... 22. Apr. 25.1914) Aug. If. 1914 
New Orleans Apr. 21,1914 | Sept. 9, 1914 OP 6k ke. June SO, 19h6 Aug. 22. 1416 
De | Nov. 2.1914 | Dec. 6.1914 |) Tacoma... . 2. | May 4,114 July 27, 1914 
Do | Nov, 25, Mild | Dee. 15, 1916 | rei cote aoe | Jun. WLIVIT |) Feb. 7, 1917 
Do | Dee, 27.1916 | Feb. 71907 |) Tenas. 2202000007 | May @.1914) Aus. Mtv 
Nashville ; Apr. 24,1914 | July 16, 1914 | IMac Boe. 3 Oct. ¥<. 1914 Nov. 41914 
Do | July stale | Feb. 7.17 > Trippe.. ; Apr. 22.1914 May 25, Wyld 
Neptune Aug. 25,1916 | Sept. 3.ft6 > ‘Truxton.. Apr. 25.1914) July 1.194 
Do. ) Get. 25,1916 | Nov. igi Don. June 24.1916 | Aug. 27, 116 
Nereus | Apr. 2y.1vl4 | May 13, 19t4 Utah 4 Apr. 21,1914 June 15, 1914 
De May #1914 | June 8. 191d) Vermont... 2... do Oct. 22 1yl4 
Do Oct. 21,1914 | Nov. 30,1914 Vestal Shen He May 2,1914 Sept. adv 
Do Oct. &, Wie | Oct. 30, 1916 |) Vieksburg May 15,1914 | May 16, Iylt 
Do Feb. 6.1917 | Feb. 7.1017 |) Virginia : May 1.1914 Auy. 13.1914 
Nero | May 19, 1914 June 2), 1914 |) ae ese. skid Sept. 7. lt Oct. Iti 
Do. | July 16,1914] Aug. 7.1914) Vulean 22... ol. Apr. 2.1914 ' June 1914 
Do. | et 29, 1914 | Now. 28, Iynd OOP avin. | July 7.19i4) July 2H 
Do . | July 14,1916 | July 21916 | Washington. ___ June 14. 14l4 | June 27, lvt4 
Do Jan. 15,1917 | Jan, 1917 |) Warrington ---. | Apr. 22,1914) May 2 1914 
New York May 4.1914 | Sept) 5.1918) — Do. || May 14.1914 | May 27. 1914 
Do Sept. 14,1914 | Sept 171914 | West Virginia. _. May 1914 July 3194 
North Dakota . Apr. 2.1014 | Oct. % 1914 | Do... . ...] Sept. O14 | Nov. ai 1914 
Do July 4. i9i6 | Auge. 10, 1916 WIE se s.. 5 2k Oct. 9 116 | Nov. ® 1916 
Onturin.. | Apr 22ivid | July Stvit | Wheeling 000020.) | Apr. 25, 1914 June 30, 1914 
Do... July 11,1914 | July 26, 1914 | Pool | Mar. 27,1916 | June 24, 196 
Orion ; Apr. 22,1914 | July 4.1014 ae. 3 r July 1196) Dee. 16 Iyt6 
Do. Juty 2. 19lt | Sept Zaid W hipple : Apr. 25.1914 | July 12, 1904 
Ozark May 15,1914 | May 25, 1014) Do. Mar. 17, iv) | Apr. 24, 116 
Patuxent Apr. 2.1014 | Oct. 1m || ed ee June 16 | July 31, 196 
Paul Jones .... ... | Apr. 25,1814 | Apr. Mid Do ete Aug. 14,1916 Aug. 21, 1916 
SOD. Gese July 18,1916 | Aug. 22, lyit Wyoming... ._. May 18.1914. Sept. 7, 1914 
Oe .o.5: Dec. 1, 1vl6 | Jan, 2s |) Yankton... 9000) 2) | Apr. 25,1914) May 1. tvid 
Perry .... Apr. 25.1914] Aug. Wig Do... -... | May 9, 1914) Sept. 7 lvl 
Petrel..... Oct. 10.1914 | Nov. 14,1914 Yorktown _ . Apr. 21, 1vl4 | June WW, lwi4 
Do Nov. 14, 1014 | Nov. 1914 |, Do Sept. 9 1914 | Now. Miter 
Patterson a Apr. 22,1914 | May 28, 1914 |) Do oi Mar. 14, 1918 | Nov. 20, 1916 
Paducah .__. May 14, 1914 | June 17, 1914 || POPs svedicscd Jan. 18,1917 | Jan. 2), Wvl7 
Putapseo -. Apr. 23,1914 | Sept. ¥, luld I 
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Wars, Miuitary Occupations, AND ExrepiTions ENGAGED IN BY THE MARINE 
Corps FROM THE YEAR 1860 To 1927, Tocerazr Wits taz Umts Taxino 
Part, aS FURNISHED FROM THE Heapquarters, Unirep Srates MARINE 
Corps, anD Degmep Necessary at Tus Time BY THE COMMANDANT OF THE 


Marine Corps 
(Also see paragraph 41) 


47. List of the wars, military occupations, and expeditions: 

1860, March 3. Kisembo, Africa: Marines from the Marion ashore to protect 
American interests and property. 

1860, September 27 to October 7. Panama: Marines from the St. Mary's 
landed — an insurrection to protect American interests. 

1861, April 15, to 1865, April 9. Civil War: All members of the Marine Corps 


ngaged. 
1867, June 13. Island of Formosa: Marines from the Hartford and Wyoming 
on shore in the island of Formosa. Punitive expedition against savages. 

1870, June 17. Boca Teacapon, Mexico: Marines from the Mohican engaged 
in destroying the Forward, a piratical craft bearing the San Salvador flag. 

1871, June 10 and 11. Corea: Marines from the Alaska, Benicia, and Colorado 
ashore capturing forts on the Salee River. 

1873, May 7 to 22 and September 24 to October 8. Panama: May 7 to 22, 
marines from the Pensacola and Tuscarora ashore to protect American interests. 
September 24 to October 8; marines from Pensacola and Benicia ashore to protect 
American interests. 

1874, February 12 to 20. Hawaiian Islands: Marines from the Tuscarora and 
Portsmouth ashore at Honolulu. 

1882, June 10 to August 29. Egypt, Alexandria: Marines from the Lancaster, 
Nipsic, and Quinnebaug on duty ashore. 

1885, January 18. Panama, Colon: Marines from the Alliance landed to 
protect American interests and property. - 

1885, March 31 to May 22. Panama, United States of Colombia: Expedi- 
tionary force of marines ashore in the State of Panama, April 11 to May 22; 
Marines from the Galena ashore from March 31. 

1888, June 19 to 30. Corea: Marines from the Essex ashore at Seoul. 

1888, November 12 to 1889, March 20. Samoa: Marines of the Nipsic ashore 
at Apia. 

1889, July 30 to 31. Hawaiian Islands: Marines of the Adams ashore at 
Honolulu. 

1890, July 30. Argentina: Marines of the Tallpoosa ashore at Bucnos Aires. 

1891, Angust 28 to 30. Chile, Valparaiso: Marines of the Baltimore and San 
Francisco ashore protecting American consulate. 

1893, January 16. Hawaiian Islands, Honolulu: Marines from the Boston 
ashore protecting American lives and property during the revolution. 

1894, 1895, and 1896. Corea: During the Japanese-Chinese War, marines of 
the Baltimore, Concord, Charleston, and Detriot, at various times, served as an 
American Legation guard at. Seoul from July 24, 1894, to June 19, 1895; marines 
of the Yorktown from July 24 to November 30, 1895; and marines of the Machias 
from November 29, 1895, to April 3, 1896. 

1895, March 1 to 18. China: Marines from the Yorktown ashore at Chefoo. 

1895, March 8 to 9. United States of Colombia, Bocas del Toro: Marines 
landed from the Allanta to protect American interests, 

Spanish-American War (April 21 to December 10, 1898).—All units of the 
Marine Corps engaged in the war during this period. 

Cuba, expeditionary service (December 16, 1898, to August 19, 1899).—The 
marine detachment from the U, 8. 8. Resolute ashore in Havana, Cuba. 

Philippines, expeditionary service and Philippine Insurrection (February 4, 1899, 
to December 31, 1904).—The First Battalion, United States Marines, composed 
of Companies A, B, C, and D, was organized at Cavite, P. I., April 21, 1899, from 
the marine detachments of the following vessels: U. 8. 8. Boston, U. 8. 8. Charles- 
ton, U. 8. S. Helena, U. 8. 8. Monterey, U. 8. 8. Olympia, and U. 8. S. Oregon. 
The Second Battalion, composed of Companies A, B, C, and D, landed in Cavite, 
P. I., in September 1899. October 1, 1899, the First Brigade, United States 
Marines, was organized at Cavite, P. i., composed of the following units: First 
Battalion, Companies A, B, C, and D; Second Battalion, Companies A, D, C, D, 
E, F, G, and H; Third Battalion, Companies A, B, C, and D. In January 1900, 
the First Regiment was organized in Cavite, P. I., and was composed of the 
following units: Field and Staff Companies A, B, C, D, FE, F, G, and H. The 
First Brigade was later reorganized as follows: Brigade Field and Staff, First 


e 
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Regiment, Headquarters Company, Companies A, B, C, D, and E; Second Regi- 
ment, Headquarters es Companies A, B, C, D, E, and F. 

The marine detachments of naval vessels stationed in Philippine waters at any 
time during the above-stated period were also held to be engaged in the insurrec- 
tion or on expeditionary duty as the case may be. 

A list of naval vessels so stationed is given in enclosure A, under the heading 
“Philippine Cam Badge.” 

Samoan Islands, ee ee (March 14-to May 18, 1899).— Marines 
from the U. 8. 8. Philadelphia landed and were e in fighting the natives. 
Chinese Campaign, Boxer War (May 24, 1900, to May 27, 1901). —The followin 
units served in China during the Boxer uprising: First Regiment, field and staff, 
First Battalion, Companies A, B, C, D, FE, F, H, and K; Second Battalion, Com- 

les G and I; Third Battalion, Companies A, B, C, and D; Fourth Battalion, 
mpanies FE, F, and G; Fifth Battalion, Companies A, B, C, and D; Sixth 
Battalion, Company A. 

Also marine detachments of the following-named vessels during the periods 
stated: Brooklyn, July 7 to October 12, 1900; Buffalo, August 3 to 6, 1900; 
Monocacy, June 14, 1900, to May 27, 1901; Nashville, June 18 w September 7, 
1900; New Orleans, September 14, 1900, to May 27, 1901; Newark, May 27 to 
July 22, 1900; Solace, June t8 to July 29, 1900; Wheeling, April 5 to May 1, 1900; 
Yorktown, June 15 to September 10, 1900. : 

United States of Colombia, expeditionary service (November 11 to December 4, 
1901).—Marines from Machias, Marietta, lowa, Concord, and Ranger landed in 
the State of Panama at various times within this period. 

April 17 to April 19, 1902: Detachment of marines from the Machias ashore at 
Boca del Toro. 

September 23 to November 18, 1902: Marine Battalion on board the U. 8. 8. 
Panther, composed of ficld and staff, Companies A, B, C, and D landed at Colon, 
Panama, United States of Colombia. 

Honduras, expeditionary service (March 21 to April 16, 1903).—The followin 
ships in Honduran waters carried marine guards: U. §. 8S. Marietta, U. S. S. 
Olympia, U. 8. 8S. Panther, U. 8. 8. Raleigh, and the U. S. S. San Francisco. A 
Marine Battalion. com of a Headquarters Company, Companies A, B, and 
C, was stationed aboard the U. 8.8. Panther. The detachments from the U. S. 8. 
Marietta and the U. 8. 8. Olympia landed March 23, 1903, to guard the American 
consulate. Marines landed from Panther at Truxillo and Ceiba while those of 
the Olympia were ashore at Puerto Cortez from March 24 to 26. 

Dominican Republic, erpeditionary service (Aptil 1 to April 19, 1903).— Marine 
detachment from the U. 8. 8. Atlanta landed at Santo Domingo City, Dominican 
Republic, to guard the American consulate. 

yria, expeditionary service (September 8 to 13, and October 10 to 17, 1903).— 
Marines of Brovklun and San Francisco ashore at different times at Beirut. 

United States of Colombia and Republic of Panama (November 4, 1903, to 

— 26, 1904).—The following units were on duty in Panama during this 


riod: 

First Provisional Brigade, Brigade Headquarters. 

First Regiment, Regimental Field and Staff; First Battalion, Battalion Field 
and Staff; Companies A, B, C, D. Second Battalion, Battalion Field and Staff; 
Companies E, F, G. ; 

Second Regiment, Regimental Field and Staff; First Battalion, Battalion Field 
and Staff; Companies A, B, C. Second Battalion, Battalion Field and Staff; 
Companies D, E, F, G. z 

Marine detachment from the U. 8. 8. Nashville landed at Colén, Panama, 
United States of Colombia, November 4, 1903. 

Abyssinia, expeditionary (November 21, 1903, to younsy 38, 1904) .—- Marines 
from the San Francisco, Brooklyn, and Machias arrived at Djibouti on board the 
latter-named vessel, and accompanied an American diplomatic commission from 
Djibouti, French Somaliland, Africa, to Abyssinia and return. 

Corea, expeditionary (January 5, 1904, to November 11, 1905)—Company F, 
Second Regiment ilippine Brigade, United States Marines, from marine 
barracks, Cavite, P. I:, embarked on board the U. 8. 8. Zafiro the latter part of 
December 1903, and sailed for Seoul, Corea. Remained on board the U. 8. S. 
Zafiro until the 5th of January 1904, when they landed and established a legation 
guard with headquarters in the Electric Building. April 23, 1904, the company 
was transferred to marine barracks, Olongapo, P. I., leaving 25 enlisted men 
behind as a legation guard. November 11, 1905. this detachment was transferred 
to Olongapo. P. I. 
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Dominican Republic (February 25 to February 27, 1904+).— Marines of Yankee 
ashore at Santo Domingo City at request of American consul general. A*revo- 
lution was in progress at the time. 

y Russia (December 1905, to January 1, 1907).—Embassy guard at St. Peters- 
urg. 

Cuban pacification (September 12, 1906, to April 1, 1909).—Headquarters 
First Expeditionary Battalion on board U.S. 8. Newark. Headquarters Second 
Expeditionary Battalion on board LU. 5. 5. Minneapolis. Headquarters Third 
Expeditionary Battalion on beard U. 8. S. Newark. Headquarters Fourth Ex- 
peditionary Battalion on board the U.S. 5S. Prairie. Headquarters Fifth Expedi- 
tionary Battalion on board U.S. 8. Tezas. 

The First Expeditionary Brigade organized at Camp Columbia, Habana, Cuba, 
in October 1906, composed of First Regiment, headquarters, Companies A, B, 
C, D, E, F, and M; Second Regiment, headquarters, Companies A, B, C, D, and 
M. November 1, 1906, the First Brigade was disbanded and all units were or- 
ganized into the First Provisional Regiment and attached to the Anny of Cuban 
Pacification. The First Provisional Regiment was composed of the Regimental 
Headquarters Company, Companies A, B, C, D, FE, F, G, H, I, K, L, and M. 

Honduras, expeditionary (April 28 to June 8, 1907).—The marine detachment 
from the U.S. 8. Paducah was ashore at Laguna, Honduras, for the protection 
of American interests from April 28 to May 23, 1907, and ashore at Choloma, 
Honduras, from May 24 to June 8, 1907, protecting American interests. 

Nicaragua, expeditionary (May 30 to September 4, 1910).— Companies A and C, 
from the marine battalion, Camp Elliott, Empire, Republic of Panama, embarked 
on board the U. 3. 5. Dubuque and disembarked at Bluefields, Nicaragua, on 
May 31, 1910. Stationed there until the 5th of September when they embarked 
on board the U. 8. 8. Tacoma and returned to Camp Elliott, Empire, Republic of 
Panama. Companies B and D, on expeditionary duty at Bluefields, Nicaragua, 
via the U.S. S. Prairie from June 8 to 12, 1910. 

China, expeditionary (October 10, 1911, to January 19, 1914).—Field and staff, 
Companies C and D, of the First Regiment and Companies B and E of the Second 
Regiment from the Philippines served on board the U. 8. 8. Rainbow. These 
detachments served both afloat and ashore at different places in China during the 
above-mentioned period. There was a marine guard at the American Legation, 
Peking, China, during this period. 

Cuba (May 28 to August 5, 1912).—-In May 1912, the First Provisional Brigade 
was organized for service in Cuba. The brigade was composed of the following 
units: Brigade fick! and staff, First Regiment; field and staff, Companies A, B, 
C, D, FE, F, G, and Hf; Second Regiment; field and staff, Companies A, B, C, D, 
EF, F, G, H, I, and kK. The First Regiment landed at Deer Point, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. The Second Regiment was stationed aboard the following ships: 
Company A, on the U.S. 8. Minnesota; Company B, U. 8. 8. Missouri; Compan 
C, U. 8S. S. Ohio; Company D, U. 8. 8. Mississippi; Company E, on the U. 3. S. 
Rhode Island; Company F, U. 8. 8S. Washington; Company G, U. 3. 8. Georgia; 
Company H, U. 8. 8. Washington; Company 1, U. 8. 8. New Jersey; Company K, 
U.S. $8. Nebraska; and the ficld and staff on the U. 8. S. Washington. Companics 
A. B, C, and D served ashore at various places during the above period. 

Nicaragua (August 28 to November 2, 1912).—The marine detachments from 
the following ships served ashore at various times during the above period: 
U. 8. 8. California, U. 8S. S. Denver, U. 8. 8S. Tacoma, U. 8. 8. Cleveland, and the 
U.S. 8. Colorado. The First Provisional Regiment, composed of regimental field 
and staff, Companies A, B, C, D, E, F, and & The regiment with the exception 
of ficld and staff, Companies EF, F, and G, embarked on board the U. 8. 8. Buffalo 
November 21, 1912. The battalion left behind remained in Nicaragua until the 
American Legation guard was established January 9, 1913, when they were with- 
drawn. The legation guard is still stationed at Managua, Nicaragua. (The 
First Provisional Regiment landed at Corinto, Nicaragua, on September 4, 1912, 
from the U. 8. 8S. Colorado.) 

Haiti (January 29 to February 9, 1914).— Marine detachment ashore from the 

U. 8S. S. South Carolina at Port-au-Prince, Republic of Haiti, during the above 
period. : 
' Mezican campaign (April 21 to November 23, 1914).—The following units of 
the Marine Corps served in Mexico, or in Mexican waters aboard ship, during the 
occupation of Mexico. The First Brigade of United States Marines; ficld and 
staff: 

First Regiment—Headquarters Detachment, Second Company, Third Com- 

ny, Fourth Company, Fifth Company, Sixth Company, Seventh Company, 
Ninetcenth Company, Twenty-fourth Company. 
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Second Regiment—Headquarters Detachment, field and staff, Second Battalion, 
ficld and staff, Third Battalion, Eighth Company, Tenth Company, Fourteenth 
Company, Fifteenth Company, Sixteenth Company, Seventeenth Company, 
Eighteenth Company. 

Third Regiment-—Field and staff, Eleventh Company, Twelfth Company, 
Twentieth Company, T wgnty-first Company, Twenty-second Company, Twenty- 
third Company. 

Fourth Reaiment—Field and staff, Twenty-fifth Company, Twenty-sixth Com- 
pany, Twenty-seventh Company, Twenty-cighth Company, Thirty-first Com- 
pany. Thirty-second Company, Thirty-fourth Company, Thirty-fifth Company, 

‘hirty-sixth Company. 

Artillery battalion-—Field and staff, First Company, Ninth Company, Thir- 
teenth Company. 

April 21 to November 23, 1914: The following _ with marine guards were 
in Mexican waters during the above-mentioned period: U. 8. 8. Delaware, U. 8. 8. 
California, U.S. 8. Denver, U. 8. 8. Des Moines, U.S. 8. Maryland, U. 8. 8. New 
York, U.S.S8. North Dakota, U.S.S. Texas, U.S. 3. Virginia, UL 38.5. West Virginia, 
U.S. S. Wyoming, and the U.S. 8. Rhode Island. The Marine detachments from 
the following ships were landed during the oecupation of Vera Cruz, Mexico: 
U.S.S. Arkansas, U. 8. 8. Florida, U. 8.5. Minnesota, U.S. 8. Louisiana, U. 3.8. 
Kansas, U.S. S. New Hampshire, U. 8. 8. New Jersey, U.S. 8. South Carolina, 
UL S.8. Utah, and UL S.8. Vermont. The field and staff, Forty-fourth Company, 
Fort y-fifth Company, and Forty-sixth Company of the marine battalion, special- 
service squadron, served aboard the U.S. 8. New York. The Forty-third Com- 
y»any of the marine battalion served aboard the U. 8.8. Salem and U.S. 8. Chester. 

he Seventh Company, First Regiment, served aboard the U. 8. S. Connecticut. 

Mezico (April 21, 1914, to February 7, 1917).—The following-named vessels of 
the Navy having marine detachments ou board were on expeditionary duty in 
Mexican waters at various times between the above dates. The period during 
which each vessel was in Mexican waters is shown below: 

U.S. 8S. Buffalo, November 14 to 26, 1914, March 28 to 29, 1916, June 22 to 
30, 1916, August 31, 1916, to February 7, 1917; U. 8. 8. Dolphin, April 21 to 
June 20, 1914, July 2 to 8, 1916; U. 8. S. Georgia, May 1 to August 1, 1914; 
U.S. 8. /Hinois, October 13, 1916, to February 7, 1917; U. 8.8. Kentucky, March 
23 to June 2, 1916; U.S. 8. Machias, May 15 to June 14, 1914, March 14 to June 
28, 1916; U. 8. 8. Marietta, March 14 to June 27, 1916; U. 8. 8. Michigan, April 
22 to May 29, 1914, October 11 to November 26, 1914; U. 8. 8. Montana, April 
28 to May 3, 1914; U. 8S. S. Nebraska, May 1 to June 21, 1914, June 1 to October 
13, 1916; U. 8. 8. Pittsburgh, June 23 to October 4, 1916; U. 8. 8. Prairie, April 
21 to May 26, June 18 to 28, 1914; U.S. 8. San Diego, July 10 to September 19, 
November 4 to 26, 1914, June 22 to July 18, August 6 to August 19, 1916; U.S. 8. 
Washington, June 14 to 27, 1914; U. 8.8. Yorktown, “ee 21 to June 16, September 
9 to November 26, 1914, March 14 to November 21, 1916, January 18 to 20, 1917. 

Dominican Republic (August 15 to October 30, 1914) —The U. 8. 8. Washington 
with a detachment of the Forty-sixth Company of the Fifth Regiment aboard 
was in Dominican waters during the above period. The detachment was sta- 
tioned ashore at Santo Domingo City, Dominican Republic, from October 1, 1914. 

Haiti (October 31 to November 14, 1914, and December 13 to December 17, 
1914).— Headquarters field and staff, the Thirty-seventh Company, Forty-fourth 
Company, Forty-fifth Company, Forty-Sixth Company, Forty-seventh Company, 
and the Forty-cighth Company, of the Fifth Regiment stationed aboard the 
U. 8. 8. Hancock in Haitian waters during the above period. 

Dominican Republic (November 26 to December 11, 1914).— The Headquarters 
field and staff and the Thirty-seventh Company, Forty-fourth Company, Forty- 
fifth Company, Forty-sixth Company, Forty-seventh Company, and the Forty- 
eighth Comper, of the Fifth Regiment were stationed aboard the U. 8. 
Hancock in Dominican waters during the above period, 

Haitian campaign and occupation (July 9, 1915, to present day).—The following 
units of the Marine Corps participated in the campaign and occupation of Haiti 
during the above-mentioned period: Constabulary detachment; field and staff, 
First Brigade; field and staff, First Regiment; field and staff, Second Regiment; 
field and staff, Third Detachment ; field and staff, artillery battalion; brigade head- 
quarters, detachment; depot detachment ; Brigade Signal Company ; motor trans- 

rt unit; Motor Transport Unit No. 1; Motor Transport Unit No. 2; Flight E, 
‘light G, Flight H, h uarters detachment Observation Squadron No. 2; Divi- 
sion No. 1, Observation Squadron No. 2; Hendquantons Company Second Regi- 
ment; Supply Company, Second Regiment; paeeerene Company, Eighth 
Regiment; Supply Company, Fighth Regiment: Headquarter and Fiftv-seventh 
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Com , First Brigade, Headquarters and Sixty-second Company; Second 
aeginets Headquarters and One Hundredth Company Eighth x iment. 
Also the following companies: First Company, Artillery Battalion; Third Com- 
any (signal) First Regiment; Fourth Company, First Regiment; Fifth Company, 
irst iment; Sixth Company, First Regiment; Twent third Company, First 
Regiment; Twenty-fourth Company, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba; Thirty-sixth Com- 
ny, First Bri ; Fifty-first Company, U. 8. 8. Vermont; Fifty-third Company, 
nd Regiment; Seventh Company, Second Regiment; Ninth Company, Ar- 
tillery Battalion; Eleventh Company, First Regiment; Twelfth Company, 
U. 8. 8. Washington; Thirteenth Company, Artillery Battalion; Fifteenth Com- 
pany, Second Regiment; Sixteenth Company, Second Regiment; Seventeenth 
Company, Second Regiment; Nineteenth Company, First Regiment; Twentieth 
Commenng, Second Regiment; Twenty-second een First Regiment; Fifty- 
fourt. ompany, Second Regiment; Fifty-sevent ompany, First Brigade; 
Sixty-second Company, First rigade; Sixty-third Company, Eighth Regiment; 
Sixty-fourth Company, Second oement: Sixty-fifth Company, Eighth Regi- 
ment; One Hundredth Company, Eighth Regiment; One hundred and forty- 
eighth Company, Eighth Regiment; One hundred and fifty-third Company, 
Second Regiment; One hundred and ninety-sixth Company, Eighth Regiment; 
One Hundred and Ninety-seventh Company, Second Regiment. 

Dominican Republic campaign and occupation (May 5, 1916, to September 16 
1924.)—The following units of the Marine Corps participated in the campaign 
and occupation of the Dominican Republic during the above-mentioned period: 
Headquarters detachment, Second Brigade; depot detachment, Second Brigade; 
Service Company, Second Brigade; policia Nacional detachment, Department 
of the North; Policia Nacional detachment, Department of the South; field and 
staff, artillery battalion; field and staff, First Regiment; field and staff, Second 
Regiment; field and staff, Third Regiment; field and staff, Fourth Regiment; 
aide, nn governor; Headquarters Company, First Regiment; Headquarters 
Company, Third Regiment; Headquarters Company, Fourth Regiment; Head- 

uarters Company, Fifteenth Regiment; Service Company, First Regiment; 

rvice Company, Fourth Regiment; Howitzer Company, First Regiment; 
Howitzer Company, Fourth Regiment; Division 1, squadron D, MAF; Head- 
—— Observation Squadron No. 1; Division No. 1, Observation Squadron 

o. 1; and the following-numbered companies: First Company, Fourth Company, 
Fifth Company, Sixth Company, Eighth Company, Ninth Company, Tenth 
Company, Twelfth Company, Thirteenth Company, Fourteenth Company, 
Eighteenth Company, Twenty-first Company, Twenty-fourth Company, Twenty- 
fifth Company, Twenty-sixth Company, Twenty-seventh Company, Twenty- 
eighth Company, Twenty-ninth Company, Thirty-first Company, Tliirty-second 
Company, Thirty-third Company, Forty-fourth Company; Forty-fifth Company, 
Forty-seventh Company, Forty-eighth Company, Fiftieth Company, Fifty- 

nd Company, Sixty-ninth Company, Seventieth Company, One Hundred 
and Thirteenth Company, One Hundred and Fourteenth Company, One Hundred 
and Fifteenth Company, One Hundred and pene Company, One Hundred 
and Eighty-first mee One Hundred and Eighty-second Company, One 
Hundred and Fighty-t ird Company, One Hundred and Eighty-fourth Company, 
One Hundred and Eighty-fifth Company, One Hundred and Eighty-sixth Com- 
ny, One Hundred and Eighty-seventh Company, and Two hundred and Tenth 
mpany. 

The marine detachments from the following ships served ashore at different 
places during the above period: U.S. 8. Castine, U. 8. 8. Dolphin, U. 8. 8. Lous- 
siana, U. 8S. 8. Memphis, U. 8. 8. New Jersey, U. 8. S. Prairie, and the U. 8. 8. 
Rhode Island. The hments from the U. 8. 8. Louisiana, U. 8.8. New Jersey, 
and the U. 8. 8. Rhode Island were later designated the Forty-seventh Company, 
Forty-fifth Company, and the Lighteenth Company, ere The detach- 
ment of the U. 8. 8S. Memphis was later transferred to the U. 8. 8. Olympia 

Cuba, expeditionary service (February 26 to April 5, 1917).— Marines from Guan- 
tanamo Bay (Cuba) Naval Station on expeditionary duty at Guantanamo City, 
Cuba, and other adjacent points in Caba. 

China (September 9, 1924, to March 1, 1925).—A marine detachment has con- 
tinued on duty at the American Iegation, Peking, China, up to the present date. 
Expeditionary forces of marines and marines from the following vessels ashore 
at various times at Shanghai, Tientsin, Peking, Tungchou, etc., and serving as 
international train guards, etc.: Huron, Asherille, Sacramento, Smith-Thompson, 
— meres Pecos, Pillebury, Steward, Black Hawk, Preble, Barker, Whipple, 

wards. 
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Philippine Islands (January 23, 1924).— Marines .rom the Sacramento engaged 
in capturing the town of Socorro, Bucas Grande Island occupied by rebel forces. 

China ‘June 5 to July 29, 1925).— Marines from the Huron ashore at Shanghai. 

Haiti (1925, 1926, and 1927).—Military oceupation of Haiti by First Brigade 
of Marines continuous to the present date. 

Nicaragua (1925).—American Legation guard at Managua continuously from 
date of last report, January 14, 1925, until August 3, 1925, when it was withdrawn. 

Bepoditionary orces in China (1927).— Marines from the Pittsburgh were ashore 
March 25 and 31, 1927, and marines from the Sacramento, March 24 to April 18, 
1927. The following-named ee units landed in China on the dates 
specified and are here: Third Brigade, Fourth Regiment, March 21, 1927; 

rovisional battalion, March 21. 1927; Sixth Regiment, May 2, 1927; aviation V 
Sonedeon 3, May 9, 1927: Tenth Regiment, Fifth Company Engineers, and Light 
Tank Platoon, June 6, 1927. 

All of the above-named expeditionary units (exclusive of the ships’ detach- 
ments) are now combined in one command called the Third Brigade. 

Expeditionary forces in Nicaragua (1927).—January 1: Marine detachments 
from Cleveland, Denver, and Rochester, ashore; January 5: Marine detachment from 
Galveston, ashore; February 21: Marine detachments from Arkansas, Florida, and 
Texas, ashore, and detachments from Florida and Tezas later joined the Fifth Regi- 
ment: March 4: Marine detachment from Tulsa, ashore. The following-named 
expeditionary forces landed on the dates specified. January 10: Second Battalion 
of the Fifth iment; February 26: Provincial wey ag from San Diego, Calif.; 
February 27: rvation Squadron No. 1; March 9: Fifth Regiment; May 19: 
Eleventh Regiment; May 21: Observation Squadron No. 4. 

Observation Squadron No. 1. consisting of 3 officers and 66 enlisted men, was 
returned to the United States in June 1927, and about 38 officers and 1,100 
enlisted men of the Fifth and Eleventh Regiments were returned to the United 
States in July 1927. The balance of the expeditionary force remaining at the 
present time consists of the Second Brigade and the officers and enlisted men 
serving with the Guardia Nacional of Nicaragua. 


List or Wars, Mivirary Occupations, AND Miuitary Expepirions ENGAGED 
IN BY THE Marine Corps 


S From August 9, 1927, to — 30, 1929. eee . 
ina—ezpedilionary service.—Continuous since date of last report, August 9, 
1927, to October 30, 1929. : 

Third Brigade, consisting of: Brigade Headquarters (disbanded January 19, 
1929); Brigade Service ene (disbanded October 12, 1928); Fifth Com 
Engineers (transferred to San Diego, Calif., Jan 19, 1929) ; Light Tank 
Platoon (transferred to San Diego, Calif., October 3, 1929); and Provisional 
Military Police Company (organized October 10, 1927; disbanded August 6, 1928). 

Provisional regiment, composed of: Second Battalion, Fourth Regiment; 
Headquarters Company, Tenth Comauns; Twenty-ninth Machine Gun and How- 
itzer Company; Thirty-first Company; Thirty-second Company; Third Battalion, 
Sixth Regiment; Headquarters Company; Fifteenth Machine Gun Company; 
a mpany; Eighty-third Company; Eighty-fourth Company. 

. visional regiment disbanded October 4. 1927, by change of designation to 
welfth Regiment. 

Fourth Regiment, composed of: Headquarters Company; Service Company; 
First Battalion, Headquarters Company; Twonsy ath Company; Twenty-sixth 
Company; Twenty-eighth Machine Gun and Howitzer Company; Third Bat- 
talion, Headquarters Company; Nineteenth Company; Twenty-first Company; 
Twenty-second Company; Twenty-fourth Company. 

The Fourth Regiment, as shown above, is at present at Shanghai, China, with 
the ditionary forces. 

Sixth Regiment, composed of: Headquarters Company; Service Company; 
First Battalion, Headquarters Company ; Seventy-third Company; Seventy-fourth 
Company; Seventy-Bfth Company; Seventy-sixth Company; Second Battalion. 
Headquarters Company; Seventy-cighth Company; Eighticth Company (joined 
composite battalion November 22, 1928, for transfer to San Diego, Calif., and 
transferred same date); Eighty-first Machine Gun and Howitzer Company. 

The First Battalion of the Twelfth Regiment, composed of: Headquarters Com- 

ny, Fifteenth Machine Gun Company, Fighty-second Company, Kighty-third 

mpany, Eighty-fourth Company, on April 22, 1928, joined the Sixth Regiment 
and the designation was changed to Third Battalion, Sixth Regiment. September 
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15, 1928, the Third Battalion, Sixth Regiment, joined the composite regiment for 
transfer to San Diego, Calif., and was transferred September 29, 1928. The Sixth 
a was transferred to San Diego, Calif., January 19, 1929. 

enth Regiment, composed of: First Battalion, Headquarters Battery, Service 
Battery, First Battery, Sixth Battery (joined composite hattalion, November 21, 
1928, for transfer to San Diego, Calif., and transferred November 22, 1928), 
Thirteenth Battery. The Tenth Regiment joined the composite regiment Sep- 
tember 15, 1928, for transfer to San Diego, Calif., and was transferred September 
19, 1928. First Separate Battalion organized April 22, 1928, disbanded July 11, 
1928, composed of the following companies: Headquarters Company (disbanded 
May 8, 1928), Twenty-ninth Machine Gun and Howitzer Company, Thirty-first 
Company. 

Twelfth Regiment: Organized October 4, 1927; disbanded April 22, 1928; the 
following companies were attached: Headquarters Company, Service Company 
(organized October 24, 1927); First Battalion (designation changed to Third 
Battalion, Sixth Regiment, April 23, 1928), Headquarters Company; Fifteenth 
Machire Gun Company; Eighty-second Company; Eichty-third Company; 
Eighty-fourth Company; Second Battalion (designation changed to First Sepa- 
rate Battalion, April 22, 1928), Headquarters Company; Tenth Company (dis- 
banded Deceinber 21, 1927); ‘Twenty-ninth Machine Gun and Howitzer Com- 
poses Thirty-first Company; Thirty-second Company (disbanded December 21, 
1927). 

Aircraft Squadrons: Composed of -the following: Headquarters detachment 
(disbanded September 29, 1928), Fighting Plane Squadron No. 10 (designation 
changed to Fighting Plane Squadron 6 M, July 1, 1928); Observation Squadron 
No. 10 (joined Composite Batitglion, November 21, 1928, for trausfer to San 
Diego, Calif., and transferred November 22, 1928); Expeditionary Duty Detach- 
ment, VS 1-M (disbanded January 31, 1928); Fighting Plane Squadron 6 M 
(joined Composite Regiment September 15, 1928, for transfer to San Diego, Calif., 
and transferred September 19, 1928). 

The Marine detachment, American Legation, Peking, China, has continued on 
duty at that station up to this date. 

Heili-Ghdbipatéen. + Gentiumous since date of last repoit, August 9, 1927, to 
October 30, 1929. 

First Brigade: Brigade headquarters, constabulary detachment, brigade depot 
detachment, brigad? Signal Company, brigade Motor Transport Company. 

Second Regiment: Headquarters Company, Thirty-sixth Company, Fifty-third 
Company (machine gun), Fifty-fourth Company, Sixty-fourth Company; Second 
Battalion, Headquarters detachment, Sixty-third Company; Observation Squad- 
ron 9M, Headquarters Company, Division 1. 

First Battalion, Eleventh Regiment, composed of: Headquarters Company, 
Second Company, Fourteenth Company, Forty-sixth Company (joined August 
31, 1927, from Nicaragua and was disbanded September 6, 1927). 

Nicaragua—Expeditionary service.—Continuous sinee date of last report, August 
9, 1927, to October 30. 1929. 

Second Brigade: Brigade headquarters (organized January 15, 1928), constabu- 
lary detachment (designation changed to Nicaraguan National Guard detachment, 
December 13, 1928). E 

Fifth Regiment: Headquarters Company; Service Company; Fifty-first Com- 

any (August 10, 1929, to Second Battalion, Fifth Regiment); First Battalion, 

Satsloronsname Company, Seventeenth Companys ; Twenty-third Company, Forty- 
ninth Company; Sixty-sixth Company (disbanded August 10, 1929); Seeond 
Battalion, Headquarters Company (organized April 1, 1928, disbanded January 
4, 1929, reorganized February 14, 1929); Eighteenth Company (organized March 
25, 1928, disbanded January 5, 1929); Foity-third Company (organized March 
25, 1928, disbanded January 4, 1929, reorganized August 10, 1929); Forty«ighth 
Company (organized March 25, 1928, disbanded January 4, 1929); Seventy- 
seventh Company (organized March 25, 1928, disbanded January 5, 1920, re- 
organized August 10, 1929); Third Battalion, Headquarters Company; Eighth 
Company; Sixteenth Company; Twentieth Company; Forty-fifth Company 
(disbanded August 10, 1929). 

The following organizations are at present attached to expeditionary forces in 
Nicaragua, except those marked transferred: “ 

Second Brigade: Brigade headquarters; Nicaraguan National Guard detach- 
ment. 

Fifth Regiment: Headquarters Company; Service Company; First Battalion 
Headquarters Company ; Seventeenth Company ; Twenty-third Company; Forty- 
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ninth Company; Second Battalion, Headquarters Company; Forty-third Com- 
pany; Fifty-first Company; Seventy-seventh Company; Third Battalion, Head- 
quarters Company; Eighth Company; Sixteenth Company; Twentieth Company. 

Eleventh Regiment: Headquarters Company (joined January 19, 1928, trans- 
ferred to Quantico, Va., August 20, 1929); Service Company (joined January 19, 
1928, transferred to Quantico, Va., August 20, 1929); First Battalion (The First 
Battalion, less the Forty-seventh Company, was transferred to Port-au-Prince, 
Haiti, August 24, 1927, and rejoined the Second Brigade January 15, 1928, trans- 
ferred to uantico, Va., August 29, 1929), Headquarters Company; Second Ma- 
chine Gun Company; Forty-sixth Company; Forty-seventh Company; Second 
Battalion (joined January 16, 1928, transferred to Quantico, Va., August 20, 
1929), Headquarters Company; Fiftieth Company; Fifty-second Company; 
Fifty-fifth Company; Fifty-seventh Company; Third Battalion (joined March 
31, 1928, disbanded June 15, 1929), Headquarters Company; Fifty-eighth Com- 

ny; Fifty-ninth Company; Sixtieth Company; Sixty-first Machine Gun and 

owitzer Company; Aircraft squadrons—Headquarters detachment, Service 
Company 3-M (organized March 1, 1929); Observation Squadron (VO) 6-M 
(joined February 16, 1928); Observation Squadron (VO) 7-M. 

Marine detachments from the following-named ships served on shore on ex- 
ar duty in Nicaragua during the periods stated below: U. 8. S. Arizona, 
uly 15, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U. S. 8. California, July 15, 1928, to Janu- 
ary 24, 1929; U. 8. S. Cleveland, September 23 to 26, 1927, and April 1, 1928, to 
March 17, 1929; U. S. 8S. Colorado, July 14, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U.S. S. 
Denver, February 19, 1928, to April 11, 1929; U. 8S. 8. Galveston, January 9 to 
23, 1928, and April 50, 1928, to April 11, 1929; U. S. 8. Idaho, July 6, 1928, to 
January 24, 1929; U.S.S. Maryland, July 14, 1928, to November 24, 1928; U. 8.8. 
Mississippi, July 14, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U. 8. S. New Merico, July 6, 
1928, to January 24, 1929; U. S. S. New York, July 14, 1928, to January 24, 
1929; U. S. S. Pennsylvania, July 6, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U. 8. S. Procyon, 
July 14, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U. S. 8. Rochesier, January 7, 1928, to Feb- 
ruary 10, 1929; U. S. S. Tennessee, July 14, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U. 8. S. 
Texas, June 14, 1928, to January 24, 1929; U. 8S. 8. Tulse, January 7, 1928, to 
February 8, 1928, and March 10, 1928, to April 12, 1929; U.S. S. West Virginia, 
July 14, 1928, to January 24, 1929. 

49. United States Marine Corps expeditionary forces in China, Haiti, Nica- 
ragua, and Siberia from October 30, 1929, to August 31, 1939. 

China.— Expeditionary service: 

Fourth Marines, Shanghai, China: Headquarters and Headquarters Company; 
Service Company; Motor Transport Gomera? First Battalion, Headquarters and 
Headquarters Company; Company A (25th), Company B (26th), Company C 
(27th) (disbanded December 17, 1934, reorganized August 20, 1937, disbanded 
May 5, 1938’, Company D (28th); Second Battalion, Headquarters and Head- 
quarters Company; Company E (organized September 18, 1932), Company F 
(organized September 18, 1932), Company G (organized September 18, 1932, dis- 
banded December 17, 1934, reorganized August 26, 1937, disbanded: May 18, 
1938), Company Hi (organized September 18, 1932); Third Battalion, Head- 

uarters and Headquarters Company (disbanded December 9, 1934); Company I 

19th) (disbanded December 19, 1934), Company K (21st) (disbanded December 
19, 1934), Company L (22nd) (disbanded December 19, 1934), Company M (24th) 
(disbanded December 19, 1934). ; 

The Marine detachment, American Legation, Peiping, China, has continued on 
duty at that station up to this date, and consists of the following: Headquarters 
detachment, Thirty-cighth Company, Thirty-ninth Company, and Sixty-second 
Company. ’ 

Ships’ detachments ashore in Shanghai, China: 

VU. 5 S. Augusta, August 16, 1937, to September 18, 1937; small detachment 
ashore October 29-31, 1937; U. 8. 8. Houston, February 5, 1932, to April 28, 1932; 
U. 8. 8, Sacramento, August 13, 1937, to March 14, 1938; U.S. 8. Tulsa, October 
23, 1937, to June 6, 1938. 

Haiti.— Occupation: ' 

First Brigade, Port-au-Prince, Haiti: Brigade Headquarters and Headquarters 
Company (disbanded August 15, 1934); Constabulary Detachment (disbanded 
July 31, 1934); Brigade Motor Transport Company (disbanded August 15, 1934) ; 
Brigade Depot Detachment (disbanded January 1, 1933); Brigade Signal Com- 
pany (disbanded August 15, 1934), 

Second Regiment: Headquarters and Headquarters Company (disbanded Au- 

ust 15, 1034); Thirty-sixth Company (disbanded January 1, 1933); Fifty-third 

achine Gun Company (Company D) First Battalion, transferred to States July 
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26, 1934; Fifty-fourth Company (disbanded soauney 1, 1933) ; Sixty-fourth Com- 

y | A) First Battalion (transferred to States July 26, 1934); Second 

ttalion, Headquarters and Headquarters Company (disbanded January 1, 
1933); Company B (63rd) (disbanded August 8, 1934); irst Battalion, second 
regiment, Headquarters and Headquarters Comenng (6 ized Jan 1, 1933, 
disbanded August 15, 1933) ; Observation Squadron 9-M, Headquarters Squadron, 
(transferred to States August 15, 1934, Division One tsanataneed to States, August 
15, 1934); Constabulary detachment. 

Nicaragua— Expeditionary service: 

Second Brigade: Brigade Headquarters and Headquarters Company (dis- 
banded June 4, 1930); Nicaraguan National Guard tachment (disbanded 
January 2, 1933); Electoral Detachment (organized July 2, 1930, disbanded 
November 15, 1930); Nicaraguan Electoral Detachment (organized July 18, 1932, 
disbanded November 30, 1932); Second Provisional Company, August 15, 1930, 
to November 13, 1930. 

Fifth Regiment: Headquarters and Headquarters Company (disbanded 
April 12, 1930); Service Company (disbanded April 12, 1930); East Coast Casual 
Company, April 12-22, 1930, in Nicaragua; First Battalion— Headquarters and 
Headqua Company, disbanded January 2, 1933; Company A (17th) (dis- 
banded Jafluary 2, 1933); Company D (23rd) (disbanded January 2, 1933); 
Company Bb (49th) (disbanded orenS 1933) ; Sixty-sixth Company (organized 
April 12, 1930, disbanded May 1, 1931); Second Battalion—Headquarters and 
Headquarters Company (disbanded April 12, 1930); Forty-thi Company 
(attached to Ist Battalion, 5th Regiment April 12, 1930, disbanded May 5, 1931); 
Fifty-first Company (attached to Ist Battalion, 5th Regiment April 12, 1930, 
disbanded April 30, 1931); Seventy-seventh Company (disbanded April 12, 1930); 
Third Battalion—Headquarters and Headquarters Com (disbanded April 
12, 1930); Eighth Company (disbanded April 12, 1930): § ixteenth Company 
(disbanded April 12, 1930); Twentieth Company (attached to Ist Battalion, 
5th Regiment April 12, 1930, disbanded May 15, 1930); Aircraft Squadrons— 
Headquarters detachment transferred to States January 2, 1933; Service Com- 
pany 3-M, transferred to the States January 2, 1933; Utility Squadron 6-M 
transferred to States January 2, 1933; Observation Squadron 7-M, transfe 
to States January 2, 1933; Nicaraguan National Guard detachment. 

Ships’ detachments ashore in Nicaragua: 

U. 8. S. Denver, September 6, 1930, to November 6, 1930; U. 8. 8S. Memphis, 
July 21, 1932, to November 28, 1932; U.S.8. Overton, July 15, 1932, to November 
28, 1932; U. S. 5. Rochester, September 6, 1930, to November 6, 1930; U. 8. 8. 
Sturtevant, July 12, 1932, to November 28, 1932. 

Siberia.—Expeditionary service: 

Detachment of Marines stationed at United States naval radio station, Russian 
Island, Viadivostok, Siberia, from February 16, 1920, to November 19, 1922. 
Detachments from the Marine detachments of the below-named ships were 
ashore in Siberia on the following dates: U. 8. 8. Albany, June 21—July 5, 1919; 
July 3-25, 1919; July 17-25, 1919; December 20, 1919, to March 6, 1920; January 
17-March 6, 1920; U. 8. 8S. Brooklyn, November 18-19, 1919, detached duty 
aboard U.S. 8. New Orleans on landing party; U. 58.8. New Orleans, Ashore at naval 
radio station, Russian Island, Siberia, July 25-28, 1919; July 27—August 1, 
1919; August 30-31, 1919; September 22 to October 31, 1919; Ashore at Tetuhe 
Bay, Siberia, July 30 to August 1, 1919; Detached duty, Intelligence Office, 
Viadivostok, Siberia, September 25 to October 31, 1919; U.S. 8. South , 
January 31 to February 1, 1920, on patrol duty in the City of Vladivostok, 
Siberia. 

50. List of United States Navy vessels that are shown or appear to have left 
the continental United States for Cuba, Guam, or Puerto Rico between August 


12, 1898, and July 4, 1902. Bureau of Navigation reports 1899, 1900, 1901, and 
1902. 








Date of Date of de- 
Name of vessels and stations arrival parture Remarks 

Alliance: 

New pi. &...dunneeéaacnemne ee nn asaeenness Feb. 23, 1900 

Bant and other points in Cuba................ Apr. 71,1600 | May 11, 1900 
Annepolis: 

I SEW tet ci can tbc ssacncnencwerseingseseunecceuat Oct. 27,1808 

IE aa a aches ili e beaeecengnaean Feb. 31800 | Feb. 16,1900 

Guantanamo and other points in Cubs. .........-. Mar. %, 1800 | Apr. 3, lev 
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Date of Date of de- 
Name of vessels and stations exrival perture 
« League Island, Pa Des. 16, 1996 
Habena, Oubs.....................s--------------| Dee. 26,1808 | Jen. 14, 1800 
Hampton Roads, Va............-.....------------]-------25-s220* Dec. 14, 1808 
Sigee ans other pointy  Oeke and Fue Dec. 19,1808 | Apr. 26, 1800 
Prete stand, Colt Apr. 2.1898 
Moar ag elf other points in Guam ____7__| Feb.” @is00'| Mer. a8, 1901 
eat: 
Sen Juan and ot ner points in Puerto Rieo........- Oct. 23,1800 | Feb. 26, 1900 
thi BIS hn acdbedicsesintessdeehtclel bie tekosetil Deo. 18, 1808 
Hebana, Cube... ............2-0--22--ceeeee---0e- Dec. 26,1808 | Jan. 5.1800 
Gen Juan, P. B..........---.20c0eennee en eeeeee= Jan. 11,1890 | Jan. 15, 1600 
eee este BE, Winncncacdivccccdecocesbessccssecdalcasecbeoscesecs Feb. 6, 1800 
heme, CBBR..noc a> cccanescassneccoceseseceatesex Feb. 23,1800 | Mar. 9, 1800 
Hampton Roads, Va............------------------]-:---=-------5- Mar. 13, 1898 
Habana and other points in Cuba.............-.-- Mar. 17,1800 | Mar. 24, 1800 
Ciacianati: 
Gen Juan, P. B.......--..-------22--2-- 200 eneo-o-|-<- -oenn= ones Oct. 4,1898 
Guantanamo and other points in Cuba. .......-.- Oct. 11,1808 | Jan. 4, 1800 
een Ddie se he oi Rd tt Werner HL. Jan. 2180 
Bant and other points in Cube..........-...-- Jan. 81800) Feb. 7, 1809 
New Orleans, La............--.-------------+--++-]-<<---- 22-225 Feb. 22, 1800 
Cienfuegos and other points in Cuba............-- Mar. 13,1800 | Mar. 25, 1809 
Key West, Fla........-..--..------------<-------|-s-----20-=- 00 Mar. 18, 1900 
Habana and other points in Cubs; also in Puerto Mar. 18,1900 | May 15, 1900 
Sie WR, WIG. 3coc--pnieycngrapee~ctdeboelsccesedjogavosoescosead Mar. 20, 1902 
ie and other points in Cubs............-.--- Mar. 21, 1902 | Maz. 31, 1902 
Hampton Renita Wa...) de cecengucnpecneseleaieeceesnbéadaes Jan. 2, 1600 
Guantanamo and other points in Cubse........-.- Jan. 26,1800 | July 14, 1900 
Norfolk, Va ......-.--.---------------------+-+-0-]-=------2-72--- Nov. 6, 1890 
Nuevitas and other points in Cuba... .........--- Nov. 11, 1899 | June 21, 1900 
Key West, Fle.......-........--2-22-. 222 een e enon]. 22-0 oe n= 0 =e- Jan. 27,1901 
en a ono Jan. 28,1901 | Apr. 1, 1901 
Key West, Fla__..........--.--.-------+--+---+++-|--2-----2-22--- Oct. 20, 1901 
Cienfuegos and other points in Cuba............-- Nov. 32,1001 | Apr. 21,1902 
Norfolk, er. «5 cnennensdebsesehpentthaeniabnngiacssemepeanelies Jan. 3,18900 
Santiago and other points in Cuba. ........--.--- Apr. 10,1899 | Apr. 27, 1890 
New RE RE ae ee eet ee July 13, 1899 
Barn Feet Bs BB. oben ~ cnahida 5 - opbocgedose Sesene Feb. 17,1000 | Feb. 25, 1900 
Guantanamo Bay and other points in Cuba. ....- Mar. 1,1900 | Mar. 22, 1900 
Guantanamo Bay and other points in Cubs. _....| Sept. 15,1888 | Dec. 17, 1898 
Sen Juan, P. RB. .........-----+------0---2-- 20 0-- Dec. 20,1808 | Jan. 3,1 
Hennibdel: 
Lamberts Point, Va-......---..------.------------].------=------- Aug. 22, 1901 
San Juan and other points in Puerto Rico Aug. 31,1901 | June 12, 1902 
Oct. 27,1898 | Jan. 12,1800 


ote hee Nov. 22, 190! 
15, 1902 | June 2, 1902 
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| 
Date of Date of de- | Renate 


Name of vessels and stations arrival parture 






















































Leonidas: 
Geantememo, COR: si .. 225 0 Sen ccc cce Oct. 18,1898 | Oct. 20, 1898 
a BR le a a ere Sept. 14, 1901 
San Juan and ot!«-r points in Puerto Rico .__.___. Sept. 20, igo June 2, 1902 

Mechias: 
I I eal Jan. 19, 1899 
Habana and other points in Cuba. ___...._....... Jan. 2%, 1899 | Mar. 28, 1499 
Se WOME, FO ice ee hehe ct tos Mite n dane cicbaccdloesncusseetes cs Apr. 19, 1890 
i San Juan and other points in Puerto Rico. __.....| Apr. 24,1899 | May 8, 1899 
i RS - Ae ee ae May 12,1898 | May 22, 1899 
te hg FE ee ae ee Sees July 16, 1899 
ea ..| July 21,1800 | July 30, 1899 





Gibara and other points in Cuba.___.............| Aug. 26,1899 | Sept. 14,1899 | Patrolling for fili- 





busters. 
deed dee ne eee i a setedeb decwacoud .....--| Feb. 17,1902 
Son Fenn ene cithab inthe in Puerto Rico.....___- Mar. 8,1902 | Apr. 4, 1902 —_ Potomac 
t. 







































Marblehead: 
Be A, a ce res Bic cu wiewcseus Mar. 2, 1890 
Habana and other points in Cuba _...--2--------| Mar. 9,1899 | Mar. 25, 1899 
Marcellus: 
I, CR ees hee <n nda dcbiskonsasacwnn pee? GIOeeeD 
' ee SP ee at ene eee ao Jan. 11,1809! Feb. 5, 18¥y 
i Marietta: 
I, 2 ee eg re Pes ke bavactwedecucs Oct. 10, 1898 
Gibara and other points in Cuba ___.____.___._.. Oct. 17,1898 | Nov. 14, 1898 
SUG WHR hu > chon of sada to 2b 6 tess ccedcbss For edbaia tet .| Nov. 18, 1901 
San Juan and other points in Puerto Rico. ___.--- Jan. 2,1902 | Jan. 23,1902 | Ship employed 


carrying mail 
and stores from 
San Juan, P. R. 
to Culebra, V.I., 
for vessels of the 
North Atlantic 
Squadron. 












Massachusetts: 
EE a oe er 
San Juan, SMES S Cathe cee gnee) dates cune wn éasecused 

Mayflower 
Tompkinsville, aoe each ania s oo ob Sains aeaanknciben 
Caimanera and other points ee eee : ‘i 
New RS Os is OO ccnclhch ates wacceansacdoeinss : June 23,1900 | Special service, 

ES opi ont s unde SE ae kae ge ouebeedes June 30,1900 |............... 


-77 2") Aug. 20,1900 | Mar. 31, 1901 Surveying special 
serv e 


















Nashrille: 
RA, SONNE fo. Sees sadecedl <b <wups vane caeeod Gaewietapaaseaned 
SN SOO UD. ties sab snaces bons. ucsnss-cvees iveee 
Habana, Cuba _._...-. Aiki aed vy Guub aes sano view 
CEE S. 2c . CGGs Es coches suv ceccescaed 
Cienfuegos and other points in Cuba; also in 










came ioe Feb “i, 18¥0 
Feb. 22,1899 | Apr. 11, 1899 






















Puerto Hico. 
Newark: 
Guantanamo Boys ed, eee ee ...| Oct. 4, 1808 
Se eS CSE MERE Goat ~ouea tb diab cbs Seeae dee Oct. 12, 1808 Oct. 17, 188 





Tompkinsville, SN, UES)... ccnseweudedensmnat .. ...-| Nov. 26, 1898 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. ......-...........-.-.-- Mar. 29, 1809 | Mar. 29, 1800 
New York: 





Tt ass Fass ok hihi ccc wuddweestns--vecseeee ied 
eee | 
olnp v pelted <2e «Bick ’ <> SHEE. dap o Manila bo «fe vesccecceccgse 
— and other points in Cubs; also in Puerto | Mar. 1,1800 | Apr. 26, 1890 
tice 
Panther: 
Philade aes Ui, coh 00d Med on DUMEL cee Decoedecudnsitersccoceneccese 
ma PEG. E> Picweceseces =e enen nats Tene 


"New York, OR: is ats Feat Gea, uc. eodbeeece ~wnneede- 




































San Juan and other ts in Puerto Rico .......- ° . 

Potomac: Guantanamo Foss parted points in Cubs..... Bept. 23,1896 | Nov. 8, 1898 
Resolute: 
Rew Weds Pie. 2) 65.35 062k. oe. owes EP. a tnneennetiet Oct. 10, 1808 
points in Cube..............--. Oct. 11,1808 | Apr. 29, 1899 
nteul e and other paints wee % b acces wedi Nov. 65,1606 | Nov. 6, 1806 
aa Nov. 19, 1898 
_| Nov. 20, 1888 | Nov. 27, 1808 
Berta Pee es ES te alee Noy. 9, 1900 
23,1900 | Jan. 1,1901 | Special service for 


ay Depart- 
ESTES Apr. 10,1901 | Apr. 15, 1901 coud eaneten. 
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Name of vessels and stations 


a i ee ee 


Ponee and other potnts in Puerto Rico... ......... 
San Juan ror Puerto uerto Rico.........| Nov. 5, 1808 
en I NR ee ee 


os Pe, OO. UNS an ch iek ~ > th dino Satilpdn<inne nse aie el 
Guantanamo and other points io Cobs.......--0. . 


New York DEE RR akscntetedh <atisicdinin <4 Gdele cn Dinan <cuatieanel 
San Juan, P. R pMea hl bb acnenminnnénkaaie 


San Juan, P. 1 anni >..cinee dee h ean ie ded Re 
Guantanamo and other points in Cuba. _......... 


Hampton Roads, Va__.. 

RN NN. dibs’ ce canis oe ol 
ae rae 
Habana and other points in Cuba__.........._.... 
SE a are ree E 
ARM OMIE II o osia, < tcc ocannnancanantedtoncecaeuttaamas 
SR, MAUD... A dt oe rake cnn ncennnctavsmaber 


~S 


+ ae 
SEE5E5 














ay 


Took on board re- 
mains of Meine 
dead. 


FFE 
& 
~ 
oe 
Bo BN 
g 35s 


™Port SIN iiandancntevinndasskiks vienennc$auhous ies stsscalea 


+ 
= 


Inspeciion of light- 
eee ie 


ngers for 
. 8. Army. 
ern: Dens PRR cet tis <tea ie eo teeibnthiocann~de- ‘ ; With mail and pro- 
visions to special 
detachment of 
marines. 
Vicksburg: 
EE EL TN EE OR RT 


Polominas Islan an other points in Puerto Rico 
Guantanamo and other points in Cuba... .......-. 


Vizen: 
ay RR et aa EE aiee Tae nes ante easve bled aaa oe Ai 
San Juan and other ‘points ‘in Puerto Rico. d 
Port Padre and other points in Cuba._.........-. 
ES ts EID tien nneesgche ess d. anleetoa veahedaces ‘ 
Sa Tee oes cdeecnasnamendnin iov. Making passage 
and surveying. 
Key Re ceeds dant dhtien soos soso cameudeaiion cee ana 
ia ci and other points in Cuba..........: ; a, Do. 
Wilmington: 
Norfolk, Va - crite ieasnemiih 
AIS tlie etteninentie-<iinetinss diemeenabee pan bee 
Yentton: 
Palm Beach, ane : 
Guan tanamo, Bay and other points in Cube. eaaee 
Nipe and other nat yeas to Cane ies eee See. aleg a Surveying duty. 
Uk RS Bence il i ee Be ie . 
Nipe Bay and other points in ee ee ers 5 Cees of Hee 
y,C 
I a ee k 
Cape Corrientes and other points in Cubs.._._._. ; J 9, 1902 | Surveying work. 








51. List of United States army @ rganizations which left the United States for 
service in Cuba or Puerto Rico between August 12, 1898, and July 4, 1902, as 
shown in report, Adjutant General, War Department July 1, 1909. 





~ ner oo 





PANT a eset csr Kt Aah 
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Enoingus Taroors 
COMPANY C (FORMERLY COMPANY 5) 
Cube: Sena: 06 to Acs, GR Bis tiled ean ceeds tos cctenibeidncvudbndtinccctnseceve 
COMPANY E (POBMERLY COMPANY C) 
Cutens Seine 960m R06. GB SEND dinits ce enev desk cnecopcitiitede deci asecpwesevoena 
FIRST U. 8. CAVALRY 


Cuba: | Retayrens S. B,C, D, E, G, I, and K, June 14 to Aug. 16, 1898 (4 troops 
remained in Florida to August 1 898) . 





SECOND U. 8. CAVALRY 


SIXTH U. 8S. CAVALRY 
Puerto Rico: H, July 28 to Dec. 1, 1898 (3 troops remained in Florida to Aug. 1, 1898) 


SEVENTH U. 8. CAVALRY 
Cuba: 


A, Jan. 13, 1899, to Apr. "22, 1902 


ie Se MRI ee in sss asides oeoeeeece 
F, H, K, and M, Jan. 22, 1899, to May 22, 1002.................... paindsihsaeed 


EIGHTH U. 8. CAVALRY 


20,1 
G, Nov. 13, 1898. to ie Bs hig ses ebetem ete bdk cote dss cébestet Ubscccccece 
ge ge GL ae 


NINTH U. 8. CAVALRY 


Cuba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, G, H, and K, June 14 to Aug. 20, 1898 (4 
troops remained in Florida to August 1898) SEs Bala cS 3 de cbviswetccec} Seditss fobasscoecs 3 


TENTH U. 8. CAVALRY 


Headquerters ees &, BC. B.S, G)an85, Pane $600 Aug. Si, HES 6 Serpe 

SS aan eet tT. cccegl ane ct deb lia dibbsbodcsccncusiebcccseces a 

oo een ,C, L, and May 1, 1898, to Apr. 30, 1902. _.............- D Dhaccnnawea 
and K, May 17, 1800, ay Le 4 Se TT Ae ee eee ae eee 

Band May 1, Ne entaiiamandieasaeoesah x 


and H, May 1, 1898, ian 10, 1900 (4 troops remained in Texas, January 1900 
° Short en aesueputaneorsdecenetessccencill 


61734 O—55——_7 
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FIg_p ARTILLERY 
FIRST FIELD ARTILLERY 
Battery D (formerly Battery E, Firat Artillery, and Firt Battery Field Artillery) 
Cuba: Sune 0600 Ams, 05M... ..---.--. 6d Ss LANE bse. -cnneeceee 
Battery E (formerly Battery C, Third Artillery, ond Fifth Battery Field Artillery) 


Cuba and Puerto Rico: July 3 to Dec. 1, 1898 (sailed for Cubs July 3, and left there for 
OD BI Ds oicendikscdececkusstacvevupestberctet ic duibaebeetndes cetleuceccenss 


Battery F (formerly Battery D, Fifth Artillery, and Ninth Battery Fiedd Artillery) 


Cuba and Puerto Rico: ee to Dec. 1, 1808 (sailed for Cuba July 2, and left there 
for Puerto Rico July 20, 1808) 


THIRD FIELD ARTILLERY 
Battery A (formerly Battery F, Third Artillery, and Sirth Battery Field Artillery) 


Cuba and Puerto Rico: July 3 to Dec. 1, 1898 (sailed for Cuba July 3, and left there for 
POINTS DUNG Dy GD Fo his sks dss cased caccddcacerdsgagstediaiiesthdetedttvet«isthacdk 


Battery B (formerly Rattery M, Seventh Artillery, and Fifteenth Battery Field Artillery) 


Snes nny Gs I INN, GD sein onc cree ess Sammie aectconsccvces 
a 
Battery C (formerly Battery F, Fifth Artillery, and Tenth Battery Field Artillery) 
Cuba: July 3 to Aug. 30, 1898.............-.-.....- pubeccmmmene= seweg seine abits Stl aeientnc’ 
Battery D (formerly Battery A, Second Artillery, and Third Battery Field Artillery) 
Chain, SiS 06 be Rete GR, COUR awe aii eeiwienvnccevecwncddth ohh cbs ibs dB seed 
8 eae 1 ae eT 
Battery E (formerly Battery F, Second Artillery, and Fourth Battery Field Artillery) 
Cabs, Jue 04 te Bete I ees A. A i. eset ea a. sh ck Beas or 
nn. sora cnmmanaaebebmiboktanemianncaemen 1 
Battery F (formerly Battery C, Seventh Artillery, and Fourteenth Battery Field 
Artillery) 
Pe ee ae meee oe 


FIFTH FIELD ARTILLERY 
Battery C (formerly Twenty-ninth Battery Field Artillery) 
rt IE, SUN Fie Di Fo cc id cn sks thse ve snes cnsdchecs dap ataageeabiiadlob~ saver se 
Battery D (formerly Battery F, Fourth Artillery, and Eighth Battery Field Artillery) 
ey 8 ee ee ee EE ey re 

SIXTH FIELD ARTILLERY 

Battery A (formerly Battery K, First Artillery, and Second Battery Field Artillery) 
I i nnn ce viidancvounakiestenehieamddémesnbeushamastibereebohed 
Battery D (formerly Battery B, Fourth Artillery, and Serenth Battery Field Artillery) 


Cuba and Puerto Rico: July 3 to Dec. 1, 1898 (sailed for Cuba July 3 and left there for 
rn UN i de crcl cl een uh an aaaatnanin bios 


Coast ARTILLERY CoxKPs 
THIRTEENTH COMPANY 
Cahn: Ther, SR, CRU, Deer ORR ad «25 dentine exneees <t-nnds otis cant eodsannslorenrnte 
FOURTEENTH COMPANY 
ans I re ii inc indin ccicsin sce tte tinwe vn tineaiicn leeaanleaee 
FIFTEENTH COMPANY | 
Cuba: Jan. 21 to Oct. 18, 1890 
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; Coast Artitery Corrs—Continued 

P SIXTEENTH COMPANY 

; Cube: Dee, 20, 2000; $0 Oud. 20 UNI sa esis dic site cb ednesbasiecseckncsnib a tiwsisn 
SEVENTEENTH COMPANY 

; Cuba: Jam. 31, 1600, to: Poles Oj BOBO os in SSRs Bois hess dc cose ne cctv ec scbcasesecd 

, EICHTEENTH COMPANY 

Cuba: Jan. 11, 1890, to Oct. 27, 1903..............-..---.--- iene sass inipanabeteniiainiel 

. NINETEENTH COMPANY 

URN SAA, Wis RIE I nce cep eectrn see cccaccnsecensenonscon 


TWENTIETH COMPANY 

a ee Ee ee ee 
TWENTY-FIRST COMPANY 

CRE, Sas ey ee ae ls BO icecemmacesiescsecscnenccccesesenssopescesecsees 
TWENTY-SECOND COMPANY 

Cae Tis Ti Ts ah i os ihc icici eases dhss icons chiewenedicwceced 


oben 


TWENTY-THIRD COMPANY 
oe SE RS Eee en ee eee ee: eee | ee 
TWENTY-FOURTH COMPANY 

ee a SS ee ee ee eee ew ee | oe 
FORTY-FIRST COMPANY 

Cuba: Jeg 86-00 DO: Bh TBA <i MN Bad cecie cvticccccicccodie ccs covsbisetseBiiceoucsd 
FORTY-SECOND COMPANY 


Coleee Dei 3600 RABI Mba cc cde ck cdavisdiccocccccscpcitdvcowebvnsh teks dh qieecovedis 


ne ree 5 RI pe BRB ED Met, 


: FIFTY-SECOND COMPANY 
: Puerto Rico: Mar. 1, 1899, to Dec. 3, 1900.....-.-------e2------ceeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeee 
j FIFTY-THIRD COMPANY 

Pusste Mins: Aug. 2000, to Des. S, MOD. on csccsevccc cnc cncccccccnecctbecoessseess 

1 FIFTY-SIXTH COMPANY 

Puerto Rico: Nov. 14, 1900, to May 17, 1004... ......---..2.-.--0.0-00--2----- Haire 

FIFTY-NINTH COMPANY 

Puerto Rico: Nov. 14, 1000, to May 15, 1004... .......-.---..-- 220-2 ee eee ee nee nnn 

INFANTRY 

FIRST U. 8. INFANTRY 

Pe UD ee ee een eh re tae ey rs ph ee 


: to 
Headquarters and A, B, C, D, F, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 28, 1808...--.--.|........-- 
F, Dec. 30, 1898, to Aug. 12, 1900...............---.----.-----. 





le Oe ee ee SSS eee cee ec cere Sees seseeseceseesescesesiscesecess 


~~ SsnN@4~4@Oe~ 


PTT TT TTT eT eT TTT TTT Tee ee 
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InrantTrY—Continued 
re SECOND U. 8. INFANTRY 
uba: 
Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug 15, 1808..........|......--.- 
I I a le a es aan pi ah egemgimaipl 
Headquarters and A, B, C, and D, Apr. 13, 1899, to July 24, 1900..._...........- 
E, e' os one a cnc nc oontnis iinieceiaddniebcnia soma kkey sepbaawnadeeal 
1, K,'L, and M, May 25, 1899, to July 24, 1900 (4 companies in Ohio and Kentucky, 
ees Be PE Rinntccneusnscnmindnsccissteninnendmndertnaitiy 
THIRD U. 8. INFANTRY 
Cuba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 25, 1808.....-|.........- 
FOURTH U. 8. INFANTRY 
Cube: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 19, 1808......).......... 
FIFTH U. 8. INFANTRY 
Cuba: 
Headquarters and A, C, F, and G, Aug. 21, date domtres i ettlabeli piensananicsareredl 
B, D, E, and H, Aug. 21, 1898, to Aug. SP BOGs Siar cEbiedabsdeb Mh bectéccwoeel  §§ © fecccencees 
ee OE = — Eee 
SEVENTH U. 8. INFANTRY 
Cuba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, and I, June 14 to Aug. 27, 18086__..|.........- 
RIGHTH U. 8. INFANTRY 
Cube: Headquarters and A, B, C M.S, ond Ei, Dame 06 to Ang 20, 008 aad EN anil 
Puerto Rico: P, Taly 28, 1608, to Dee’ seduagemueeucianubesesallittiiedt otic, ORL dt. al 
enter ene 2. B, C, D, G, and H, nai dananesnssiestis sine eee 
es Th iets. to duty 2,3 a al a ee 
I, K, L, and M, Dee. 13, 1898, to Sept. 19, 18900..........................-.-.-2.-|eeceeeeeee 
TENTH U. 8. INFANTRY . 
Cuba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 16, 1898......}.......... a z 
Headquarters and E, F, and G, Dee. 11, 1808, to Feb. 28, 1901................... 3 Fo 
i ER a vandh dieeaddedeaceeaeeen 2 Ni 
B. Dee. 11, 1808, to Feb 17 il itil livmeneniumipnesbankentonese wisndlliie dail 2 Or 
Cand D, Dee 17, 1808, wo Feb. NEARER NS Re TRAE: « 2 1 
Oe, Tres Bs i GN iia on ce rend ci beet T ER ec ccceccvese 2 On 
Kandt. Dee. 17) IOOe to Sone Se lane (4 santiga ies in Nebraska and Wyoming,| == , Fo 
. ° panies in 
ee  cinnchatintidiniwennantvanens smn Sheek icleteaeengecboniete + * 
ELEVENTH U. 8. INFANTRY Th 
Puerto Rico: Be 
Headquarters and K, July 23, 1808, to Dec. 5, 1900... .... 2... 2. eee. 4 M 
A, C, and D, July 22, OP Ge, Gy Be nc eo he scsi iedddetin os odcewe cece 1 t 
B, oy oe a Se Senha diea eke wei giidnhei 1 Et 
E, F, G, and H, July 23, 1898, to Apr. 8, 1002... ........- 22. eee coe eeeeee ® Tt 
a ns cepa chindipw aged aenhcuebeceewael é BL 
Cent Bs, San BRD, CD lm. Bi GI nina sno hn Aad GHEE FEF) 00 0 ccc cece + a 
TWELFTH U. 8. INFANTRY Ty 
Cube: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 23, 1808...... .}........ 2 Fi 
8 
FIVTEENTH VU. 8. INFANTRY ' Be 
Cube Fo 
H and A, B,C, D, I, K, L, and M, Nov. 2%, 1898, to Jan. 9, 1900 ___. 1 Fi 
E, F, G, and kK, Nov. 28, 1808, to Get. 20, lage (4 4 companies in New York trom Fo 
EY WE nn ning. 0 ccnantsuhppperssocsen dha. an D> dthib'e «Oko svdkde g dete u Be. 
SIXTEENTH U. 8. INFANTRY a 
Cube Ce 
eadquarters and A, B BC. D. 5. FG. ond 5, * panntbcrhabetncninsintin ne baie ical okt 2 Ce 
I, Jul en Aes, 18, 1808 (organized in 9 pepesqccoesensan aint vey -9nnk-8t- eRe WESs Hs 1 Tt 
K, July 13 to Aug. Oo ate ee in Cone) sabuaiageeta-oreen Halted enibelieeainas ated i Fo 
SEVENTEENTH U. 8. INFANTRY “" 
Cubs: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 21, 1908........).......... 4 _ 
NINETEENTH U. 8. INFANTRY ' 
Puerto Kico: Regiment, July 23, 1608, to June 5, 1800... ....-..-........--. 22.2.2 .2 eben eee ee 10 
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Inrantry—Continued 
TWENTIETH U. 8. INFANTRY 
eadquarters and A, so D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 23, 1808 


Cuba: 


Headq 
I, July 13 to Aug. 23, 1 


TWENTY-FIRST U. 6. INFANTRY 


Cube: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 23, 1808 


TWENTY-SECOND U. &. INFANTRY 


Ouba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 20, 1808 


TWENTY-FOURTH U. 8. INFANTRY 


Cuba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Sept. 3, 1998 


TWENTY-FIFTH U. 8. INFANTRY 


Cuba: Headquarters and A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and H, June 14 to Aug. 22, 1898. 
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52. List of volunteer organizations which left the United States for service in 
4, 1902, as found in 


Cuba or Puerto Rico between August 12, 1898, and Jul 
statistical exhibit of 1 


War with Spain issued by 


TROOPS THAT WENT TO CUBA 


h of volunteer forces called into service during the 
he Adjutant General’s office in 1899. 





Organization 


Third Georgia Infantry _........... 
Becond Illinois Infantry............ 
Fourth Iilinois Infantry............ 
Ninth Llinois Infantry............. 
be Hundred and Sixtieth Indiana 


try. 
One Hundred and Sixty-first In- 
diana Infantry. 
Forty-ninth lowa Infantry......... 
Lh Kansas 






Mustered 
Mustered in— ane 

COR Bin.c share Apr. 22, 1800 
May 16, 1808. .--| Apr. 26, 1800 
May 19-20, 1808....... ay 2,1800 
July 4-11, 1898.........| May 20, 1890 
May 12, 1808.......... Apr. 1890 
July 11-i3, 1808........ Apr. 30, 1800 
June 2, 1808.......,...| May 13, 1800 
July 2-19, 1808......... Apr. 10, 1800 
May 21-31, 1898....... May 16, 1899 
May 11-26, 1808_._.... pr. 18, 1800 
May 17-July 20, 1808..| Mar. 31, 1890 
May 11-14, 1808....... Apr. 28, 1800 
Mey Oli tee... May 17, 1880 
July 20-Aug. 6, 1898...) May 1890 
July 1-17, 1608_.......| May 1/1, 1809 
ay 13, 1908.......... Apr. ise 
July 19-Aug. 8, 18086...) Apr. 16, 1800 
May 3-11, 1898... Apr. 22, 1800 
May i2-July 2, 1906...| May 24, 1800 
May 14-Aug. 23, 1898. . ope. 19, 1800 
July 1-13, 1998........ ay 6, 1800 
May 10-12, 1898....... Apr. 18, 1800 
May 9-25, 1808.__..... Ape. 27, 1800 
June 2-July 12, 1806... ay 16, 1900 
-| July 25-Aug. 20, 1808...) May 17, 1800 
‘June 11-July 9, 1898..--| May 12, 1800 
une 2-16, 1808......... a IE 


Left the 
United States 


Jan, 14, 1899 


Returned to 
the United 
States 


Mar. 
Apr. 


20, 1899 
3, 1890 

Apr. 65,1800 
21, 1890 


Apr. 
Mar. 20, 1800 
. 31, 1809 
. 11, 1800 
. 6 


BB 
g 


PPP 


g RESESS RES RS & 


prBBB BREESE 
SESEEES E2255 F5 


> 
By 
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TROOPS THAT WENT TO PUERTO RICO 








teturned to 
Mustered Left the ’ 
Organization Mustered in— oat— United States | the United 





May 24, 1896 .| Mar. 31,1899 | Oct. 10,1808 | Mar. 10, 1808 


Forty-seventh New York Infantry oar ; 
June 24-July 15, 1808 _.| Mar. 15,1898 |... do__._.. Feb. 18, 1800 


Sixth U. 8. Volunteer Infantry. - .- 





Vessets WuHicH PARTICIPATED IN THE OPERATIONS OF THE SECOND NICARAGUAN 
CampaiGN Between Avo. 27, 1926, anp Jan. 2, 1933; anp THE Dartss 
Between Wuicn TuHese Respective Vesseis Were ENGAGED 


53. List of vessels: 











Period of serve, both dates | Period of service, both dates 
inclusive | inctusi 
Name of vessel 





SaeB BB! 
S85 


. . . 
22 


i 
| 
oa 
=|? 
ee} 1 
83 


SISTSHSSSSSSETSSE 





Bse5 BES 


' 
‘ 
' 
‘ 
’ 
‘ 
' 
' 
' 
’ 
‘ 
' 
‘ 
F 






FANT RereRE ra sPSB 


NPRP 


x 
> 
5 
SS 


SRESSS.BARER= EB EN 











— 
=~ 


BrRPaBERS 
2 
% 
> 


Eeee 


op BE BER pe 


He 

3: 

> 

Z 
yi BR R¥ > PBR SE 8 
8889589585 989S98 


Seeds pBPEEE HPS 
PPEPRTT EEE EEE BEE Et 


BoRBp 


a4 
p= Repo 
8559898992585 355899895 $98 9855 85553555 
BETEEE ena pPenis 
BuBae2r578 
ESSISSTHTRE 





TeRbeyERee 
BoxMpFSPRFERSRG oD BSP 


Be: 
SSSTTTTITTTITLSSSS 


BERGE SE Si 


> 
Pe 









MISCELLANEOUS BILLS, SPANISH WAR PERIOD 607 


1927 
8, 1927 





Vessets Waicn PARTICIPATED IN THE OPERATIONS IN THE VALLEY OF THE 


Yanotzze River, Cuina, From Szpr. 3, 1926, ro Oct. 21, 1927, anp From 
Mar. 1, 1930, To Dec. 31, 1932; anp THE Dares Between Wuicu Tunes 
Resrecrivs Vessets Werr ENGAGED 


54. List of vessels: 


Period of serviow, both dates Period of service, both dates 
inclusive inchusive 
Name of vessel 
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Mr. Boyxrn. I do not wish to hurry any of the witnesses before 
the committee, but it would be helpful, in view of the large number 
of bills to be considered, if the statements could be as brief as possible. 

At this time, ladies and gentlemen, if there is no objection, I would 
like to hear from Congressman Mack, as he has another meeting 
and wants to get away. Next we will hear from this great Congress- 
man Long from Louisiana. 

Congressman Mack. 


STATEMENT OF HON. RUSSELL V. MACK, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 


Mr. Mack. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I thank 
you for this opportunity of appearing before you. I ask your consent 
that at the completion of my oral testimony I may insert this state- 
ment in lieu of my remarks. 

I appear in behalf of the Moro Province bill which I introduced 
last year as H. R. 5380 and which has been reentered as House Joint 
Resolution 65. 

This bill proposes to correct a long overdue injustice that has been 
done to a small number of Spanish-American War veterans that 
pesienetes in the fighting in the Moro and Leyte Provinces. This 

ill was favorably renriet unanimously by this committee four dif- 
ferent times, twice in Republican Congresses and twice in Democratic 
Congresses. It is a nonpartisan measure that involves a very limited 
number of people. 

Mr. Borxry. How many ? 

Mr. Mack. About 700 is all. Most of them have died. And the 
vxeople who are now living are well advanced in age, 70 years of age. 

he details of the information will be supplied to you by some of 
the members of the veterans’ organizations. 

Mr. Boyxrn. What has really happened that we did not get it 
through ? 

Mr. Mack. It was passed originally in the 78th Congress, and it 
was vetoed by the President on the ground that it was changing the 
cutoff date on the stopping of the war. The war had been declared 
closed, and these men fought after the war was over. And they said 
it would open up all the other contests. 

Since the Korean war was not considered a war but a police action, 
it seems to me that the Korean situation is quite identical to the 
situation here. 

Mr. Boyxin. I agree with you. 

All right, Congressman Mack, is there anything you would like 
to put in the record ? 

Mr. Mack. I have this statment here to put in. 

Mr, Boyxrn. Without objection, we will put that in the record 
at this time. 

Is that all you have to say ¢ 

Mr. Mack. Yes. 

Mr. Boykin. We appreciated your coming. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 
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STATEMENT OF Hon. RUSSELL V. MACK ON House Jornt Resoiution 65 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, in the 83d Congress I introduced 
H. R. 5380 with which most of you are familiar. This legislation was and is 
known as the Moro Province bill. On the first day of the present session I intro- 
duced House Joint Resolution 65, which is similar to H. R. 5380. 

This bill is designed to provide long-delayed justice to a small group of less 
than 500 war veterans and to less than 300 of their dependent widows and 
children. 

The 500 veterans who will benefit from this legislation fought valiantly and 
nobly 50 years ago in the Moro Province and on the islands of Samar and Leyte 
in the Philippines. They have been deprived of pensions all of these years due to 
a minor technicality. The injustice done them can be corrected only by an act 
of Congress. To correct that injustice is the purpose of my Moro Province bill. 

That the members of the Veterans’ Committee who have studied this bill 
closest and know most about the case believe an injustice has been done and 
should be corrected is indicated by the fact that the House Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee four times has approved unanimously bills to provide pensions to the 
Moro Province veterans. 

In the 78th, 79th, 80th, and 83d Congresses, the Veterans’ Affairs Committee 
unanimously reported a Moro Province bill similar to the one now before you. 

In the 78th Congress, the Moro Province bill was passed by both Houses of 
Congress, but was vetoed by President Roosevelt. In the 79th Congress, the 
House again passed this bill, but it died for lack of action in the Senate. 

In the 80th and 83d Congresses, the Veterans’ Committee again unanimously 
approved a Moro Province bill. The Rules Committee, however, held up these 
bills, and they never were reported for House action. 

The cost of the Moro Province bill for its first year was estimated at about 
$700,000. This figure will decrease rapidly after the first year since the Moro 
veterans are of an average age of 78 years. 

The case for the Moro Province bill is this: 

Technically and legally, the war with Spain and the Philippine Insurrection 
ended on July 4, 1902, when the President issued a proclamation of peace. 
Actually, however, the fighting did not stop. It continued for several years in 
the Moro Province and on Leyte and Samar. American soldiers fought there. 
A total of 1,548 casualties and deaths from disease occurred. 

I believe the following statement I received from a veteran of this campaign 
sums up the story very well: 

“We do not have behind us powerful lobby interests. Our ranks are thinned 
by the marching of our comrades to other shores, but we believe, sir, that the 
gentlemen of the House are moved by principles of right with a force that is 
greater than forces which other influences can command. In that belief, I 
appeal to you to support our cause. 

“We of that service were not called by draft. We endured the living hell of 
tropical disease and wretched rations, with such gallantry that 11 Congressional 
Medals of Honor were bestowed upon our comrades. It was that campaign that 
gave to the world General of the Army John J. Pershing from the ranks of 
captain of cavalry and many years later, on his 80th birthday, Pershing was 
presented by the Congress the Distinguished Service Cross for brilliant service 
in the Moro campaign. In it also, thousands of American boys gave all they 
had to secure the peace of the Philippines.” . 

Despite the severity of the fighting and the many casualties these veterans 
never have been recognized as wartime fighters and have been denied veteran 
pension rights. Half a century has elapsed since the hostilities. The Moro 
Province bill which I introduced would merely provide delayed justice to the 
handful of Moro veterans who are still alive. The cost is very small. 

These veterans have been denied war status and pensions because officially 
the war had, by proclamation, been terminated. Recently, soldiers in Korea have 
been granted war and pension rights even for services rendered after the fighting 
had stopped. Here in the Moro Province and on Samar and Leyte, where the 
fighting continued after the proclamation of peace, veterans are denied pensions. 

Obviously, justice to these Moro Province war veterans has been overlooked. 
This injustice should be corrected even if Congress is 50 years late in doing 
so. 

I hope that the House Veterans’ Committee will report my Moro Province 
bill favorably and that the Rules Committee will permit it to come to a vote. 
I am sure that if it is permitted to come to a vote the Moro Province bill will, 
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as it did in two previous sessions, be approved unanimously or almost unani- 
mously. 


Mr. Boykin. He was in a hurry, and so is our colleague Mr. Long. 
At this time we will hear from Congressman Long, of Louisiana. 


STATEMENT OF HON. GEORGE S. LONG, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF LOUISIANA 


Mr. Lone. Mr. Chairman, my statement will be very brief. How- 
omens do have a prepared statement I would like to submit for the 
record, 

I am the author of House Resolution 124, and, as you will recall, I 
was a member of this subcommittee in the 83d Congress. 

On April 28, 1953 an extensive public hearing was held on several 
bills submitted having the same purpose. H. R. 5380 was a similar bill 
to this and was recommended by this committee. 

Inasmuch as we have with us this morning Mr. Jack Kyle, who is 
the national legislative representative of the Philippine Command 
Committee, Washington, D. C., I will just submit my prepared state- 
ment and leave the rest of it to him. 

I thank you for the privilege of appearing here. 


Mr. Boykin. Thank you, Congressman Long. Your statement will 
appear in the record. 


(The statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT oF Hon. Georee S. LonG, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, CONCERNING His BILt, 
House JOINt RESOLUTION 124 


Mr. Chairman and colleagues, I am the author of House Joint Resolution 124; 
and, as you will recall, I was a member of this subcommittee in the 83d Congress. 
On April 28, 1958, an extensive public hearing was held on several bills similar 
in purpose to House Joint Resolution 124; and after carefully considering the 
evidence adduced, the subcommittee recommended a favorable report on H. R. 
5380. The full committee concurred and unanimously reported that bill favor- 
ably; but, unfortunately, it was frozen in the Committee on Rules and it died 
there with the expiration of the 83d Congress. I trust, however, that House Joint 
Resolution 124, or whatever measure you report, will not meet a similar fate. 
Indeed, I hope that the full committee will instruct our chairman to call the bill 
up under the privileged pension rule. This is a most extraordinary situation. 
The veterans covered by my resolution are all very old men, all are unable to 
follow gainful employment and they are dying at an alarming rate. Time, there- 
fore, is of the essence. 

There can be no question about it, the Congress has always wanted to pension 
this group; and except for executive opposition this proposition would have been 
enacted into law fully 12 years ago. When it is asserted that the Congress has 
generally restricted service pension legislation to officially declared wars and 
the survivors of war veterans, I recall that there was not one negative vote 
nor a single objection when we extended war-veteran benefits to the veterans 
of the undeclared and unofficial war in Korea. Also, Mr. Chairman, when the 
Spanish-American War Service Pension Act was enacted in 1920 the Congress 
in its wisdom included the veterans of the “peacetime” China Relief Expedition, 
or Boxer Rebellion, in that act. Yet that “peacetime” expedition was in no way 
related to the Spanish-American War nor to the Philippine Insurrection. Then 
in 1927, the Congress enacted legislation to pension veterans of all Indian hos- 
tilities from 1817 to 1899 whether or not there were official declarations of war. 
The enactment of this resolution, therefore, would be in conformity with the 
long-established pension policy of the Congress, and obviously such an enact- 
ment could not possibly create a precedent. But, on the other hand, if such legis- 
lation is not enacted, a very ugly precedent will have been established. If we 
fail to provide for these aged veterans, it will be the first and only time in our 
history that we have refused such a deserving group. 
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Why should they be pensioned? 
These men fought in no less than 150 shooting and cutting engagements. 
Fifteen of them won the Congressional Medal of Honor. They fought the very 


longest war in our history—nearly 12 years. They brought the Philippine In- 
surrection to a successful conclusion. 

According to the Veterans’ Administration, the average age of this group is 
now actually more than 78 years, and the cost of the proposed legislation has 
never been estimated to be more than $1 million a year. It is therefore per- 
fectly obvious that the cost to the Government would be comparatively negligible 
when the cost of other existing pension programs is considered. The whole pro- 
gram would probably automatically expire within 15 years. 

This group has been shamefully neglected. Unless they can establish a com- 
pensable service-connected disability, they are not eligible for Government hos- 
pitalization, domiciliary care, out-patient treatment, a burial allowance or 
even a flag for their casket, and their widows get absolutely nothing. Gentle- 
men, this is tragic, and I do hope that we can do something for them before it 


is too late. 

Mr. Boykin. Chairman Teague, you are going to stay with us a 
while so we can get these other comments at this time. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Boykin. Thank you so much. 

Mr. O’Hara, will you proceed at this time ? 


STATEMENT OF HON. BARRATT O’HARA, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


Mr. O’Hara of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, this is an occasion to me of great and deep sentiment. As the 
last Spanish War veteran in the House of Representatives, I feel a 
responsibility not only to the few remaining veterans of that war 
but to the many who have passed on and to their widows. 

In all, 96 veterans of the war with Spain have served in the House. 
Among them was Richard Pearson Hobson, whose sinking of the 
Merrimac in Santiago Harbor to bottle up the Spanish Fleet ranks 
in heroism of sublime degree and in brilliance of execution with the 
greatest martial feats of all time. The name of Richard Pearson 
Hobson was on the tongue and in the heart of everyone in all the 
States of the Union as with the coming of the 20th century the 
United States started on the mission of her destiny for which the war 
with Spain prepared the way. It was my privilege and honor as a 
young infantryman in Cuba to select from the bullpen at Siboney 
the Spanish prisoners to be exchanged for Captain Hobson’s men 
and to escort them to the place of exchange. It now is my privilege 
and my honor, long after the passing of this great naval hero whose 
name tt to the immortality of heroism, to appear in behalf 
of his few remaining comrades and the widows of others before a 
committee chairmaned by another great and patriotic son of Alabama, 
the beloved Congressman Frank Boykin. 

In the atmosphere of this room, with the members of this great 
committee themselves veterans of later and bigger wars, I know we 
who speak for the veterans and widows of the first overseas war in our 
history, fought valiantly and well in the waters and the lands of 
Atlantic and Pacific, much over half a century ago, will receive an 
understanding and sympathetic audience. 

The three ills for which I speak, and which I hope and pray 
will be enacted into law by this Congress, are: 
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(1) That providing a $75 monthly pension for our widows. The 
Spanish War veterans ask no increase in their own pensions. The 
national encampment of the United Spanish War Veterans expressed 
the universal sentiment among our veterans that first consideration 
should be accorded the widows of comrades who have passed on. The 
commander in chief and the legislative committee of his appointment 
properly have placed this needed and worthy measure rst on the 
list. It is a true index of the spirit and the character of Spanish War 
veterans that they stand aside as far as they themselves are concerned 
when the need is great and the distress almost unendurable among the 
widows of those who have passed on. 

(2) That including the naval personnel of the Spanish-American 
War on the same basis as the Army personnel. This will affect very 
few as unfortunately most of those who would have been benefited have 
died during the many years of waiting for the Congress to correct a 
discrimination against the Navy, never intended but resulting from 
the confusion of the times. The Army and the Navy always should 
be on the same basis. I best can illustrate the merit of this measure 
by pointing to one instance where, under the pressing need of getting 
to sea to clear the Atlantic waters of Spanish ships, the captain de- 
layed the formal swearing in until after the chase and the action in 
hostile waters was over. 

(3) That known as the Moro bill. The fact is that fighting in the 
Moro Province in the Philippines continued for many years after the 
arbitrary date set as the termination of the 1898-1902 period. It was 
real fighting, with many troops engaged and large casualty lists. The 
troops engaged all were of the Regular Army, the volunteers having 
returned home, and in the understandable situation of the aftermath 
of a war when the volunteers had returned home they were forgotten. 
There is only a handful of these veterans left. The Congress should 
lose no time in placing the remnant that is left on the pension rolls. 
They were in every sense combat veterans. The pattern long ago was 
set in legislation giving pension recognition to our veterans of the 
Indian wars. 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot urge too strongly the necessity of prompt- 
ness. Time is of the essence. This well may be the last Congress to 
which Spanish War veterans in person and in sizable delegation will 
bring their suggestions and their prayers. All are on the western 
slope with the sun about to hide itself beyond the horizon. I was 
speaking yesterday to Jack Kyle as to the number that would be 
affected by the Moro bill. He told me that last year there were about 
500 veterans, 300 widows. This year, such is the rapid and mounting 
toll of deaths, the number probably has been reduced 50 percent. I 
spoke to Admiral Hesselman as to the number that would be affected 
by the naval bill. He said these veterans who for so long had been 
the victims of a cruel] discrimination, unintended it is true but never 
rectified, had been reduced in number almost to the counting of fingers 
on the hand. Let another Congress pass and I am afraid it will be 
too late. 

The plight of the Spanish War widows is challenging to every im- 
pulse of sympathy and every sense of justice. They are not young 
women. They have passed the period when they can maintain them- 
selves inemployment. For the most part they are entirely dependent 
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upon the meager pensions with which frantically, despairingly, they 
seek to eke out existence. They will not be with us long. They are 
the women our comrades loved and married and in whom they had 
their strength. The small increase in their pensions that we ask will 
not cost much in money and it will not be for many years. 

I think that all over America in the homes of our great country men 
and women will be happier in the knowledge that things have been 
made just a little easier by the 84th Congress for these aged women, 
the widows of the youth of the far-gone yesterdays who started the 
United States on the road to her destiny. 

How grievous is the plight of these widows is reflected in the posi- 
tion of the United Spanish War Veterans. The leadership and the 
rank and file of this great organization are united in foregoing any 
request for increase for their own members. They come to us in the 
84th Congress asking only that the widows of our fallen comrades 
be rescued from the brink of the economic precipice. These aged 
women cannot live upon the pittance they now receive. They have 
no place else to turn. The peoples of other countries will think more 
kindly of us if we do not turn our back on these aged women. When 
another Congress convenes there will not be very many remaining. 

I would like to emphasize, Mr. Chairman, that only those who went 
through the period of the war with Spain can understand the con- 
fusion, the lack of records, the lack of attention. Nobody was to 
blame except that the Spanish War came on so suddenly sis we were 
so unprepared. We thought we had reached a period of peace and 
we had a standing army of only 25,000 men. Then we were pushed 
into the Spanish-American War, which was the forerunner of what I 
think history will call the 50-year war that figured in the ascendancy 
of the United States as a world power. 

We had the Spanish-American War and the Boxer trouble in China, 
the Moro trouble which continued many years. Then there was a 
period of peace, and then World War I, another interlude of peace 
and then World War II. It all adds up to one 50-year conflict. 

Now when the Spanish War veterans appear before the Veterans’ 
Committee of the Congress asking for consideration it is sometimes 
difficult to make clear that the conditions obtaining at that period were 
different than the conditions that obtained later, and that any consid- 
eration given Spanish War veterans as a group is not setting a pattern. 

I might refer to the bill for the Moro veterans. After 1902 the 
Moro trouble continued for quite a number of years, 10 to 12 years. 
Many men were killed during that period of warfare. In one engage- 
ment there were 2,000 casualties. All of this was after 1902. 

And as to that, of course, the legislation being asked follows the 
pattern of the Indian warfare. The Indian skirmishes and battles 
extended during a long period of years, and finally the Congress, in 
its wisdom, said that anyone who had served during that period and 
could establish it by State records or Federal records or even by affi- 
davit would be entitled to the pension. 

Now the Moro legislation merely follows that pattern. It won't 
affect very many men. 

A great honor was given me and has come only to me because of my 
position as the last remaining veteran of the Spanish-American War 
in the House, to introduce the bill that the United Spanish War Vet- 
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erans are pushing as their main legislative proposal, merely to give a 
small increase in pension to our Spanish War widows. 

The present commander in chief of the Spanish-American War Vet- 
erans came to the Congress with Joe Martin. He served for many 
years. He is one of the few Members, Mr. Chairman, in the history 
of the House who served on the Rules Committee, on the Ways and 
Means Committee, and on the Appropriations Committee—a mar- 
velous record. Later he came within a very few thousand votes of 
being sent to the other body from the great State of Iowa. Since 
that time he has devoted his efforts to his profession, to the people of 
Iowa, and to the Spanish War veterans. This year he is our com- 
mander in chief. I know we would all be very happy—not that that 
has any bearing upon the merits of this legislation—but we would be 
tremendously happy if the legislation recommended by the Spanish 
War veterans as an organization, and these three bills in which all 
Spanish War veterans are interested, should be enacted during the 
term in office of the Honorable Lloyd Thurston, our former colleague 
and the present commander in chief of the USWV. I know he would 
go back home very happy. 

I am not going to take, Mr. Chairman, any more of your time. The 
Commander in Chief Lloyd Thurston, former Member of the Congress, 
is here, and with him is the chairman of the national legislative com- 
mittee of the United Spanish War Veterans, a great American, a past 
commander in chief, and also a man who has been most prominent in 
the political life and civic activities of the State of Oklahoma, Past 
Commander in Chief Otjen. 

To present all of the facts on the Moro bill is Jack Kyle, who has 
done a terrific job and is thoroughly familiar with all of the facts in 
regard to that proposed legislation. 

hen, presenting the naval bill, is one of the great Americans of our 
time, one of the heroes, the old heroes of the American Navy, Admiral 
Hesselman. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you very much for the opportunity 
of being here, and for your gracious and generous reception. I had 
hoped to be here during the entire session, but my own committee on 
Banking and Currency is in executive session on the bank holding bill, 
which is important legislation, and I will leave shortly. Thank you 
so very much. 

Mr. Boykin. Congressman O’Hara, we appreciate your statement. 
It was wonderful, It was so sincere. I want you to know I appreciate 
it, and I know Chairman Teague and all the members appreciate it. I 
think it is wonderful and I agree with everything you have said. 

Mr. O'Hara. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Boykin. I know you know what you are talking about. We 
have so few of them, and we can do such a little for them because we 
have such a short time. 

Mr. O’Hara. Very few of them will be here next year. 

Mr. Boykin. And the widows we want to help, too. 

Mr. O'Hara. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Boyxrn. I would like to ask Congressman Denton to make his 
statement at this time. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. WINFIELD K. DENTON, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF INDIANA 


Mr. Denton. I havea statement I would like to file, but I would just 
like to discuss this briefly. 

Mr. Boykin. I am appearing in behalf of Joint Resolution 249, and 
I want to thank you for the opportunity of appearing. 

A large percentage of veterans live in the district I represent. I 
think they havea very good case. This Resolution 249 is just the same 
as the one that was passed favorably by this committee the last session 
of Congress. The 80th Congress passed one similar to this, and the 

79th Congress, and it died in the Senate. The 78th Congress passed 
one that was vetoed by the President. 

What this bill would do is extend the Spanish-American War bene- 
fits to those who participated in the conflict in the Philippine Islands 
from 1902 to 1914 in the Moro Province and the islands of Samar and 
Leyte. As Representative O’Hara pointed out, this would cover 
very few people. It has been estimated that there are 500 remaining 
veterans and about 300 widows. Their age now is 79 years, so that 
there cannot be a great many of them. 

The first year “it is estimated this would cost $798,000, but the 
amount would go down practically every year after that. It is prob- 
ably a mistake ‘that these veterans were not included in the Spanish- 

American War bill. That bill did not fix the beginning and the end 
of the conflict, and, by administrative action, it was fixed at1902. 

These men engaged in one of the most bloody conflicts in the history 
of the United States. 

Mr. Boyxry. After that. 

Mr. Denon. After that. 

There were over 150 skirmishes. Fifteen men were given the Medal 
of Honor. Our famous generals in the border trouble ¢ and World War 
I received their preliminary training in that conflict. I have but to 
mention names like Pershing, W ood, Bliss, and March, great soldiers 
who participated in this conflict. 

The only objection that I can see that has been raised to it has been 
the fact that they say this was not a regular war. We had a great 
controversy in Korea. It was a police action. But we are gl: ad to 
extend the benefits of World War II to the Korean war veterans. The 
veterans of the Boxer War were granted the same rights as veterans 
of others. In the Indian wars they granted pensions to anybody who 
served in the armed services up to 1898 because of the Indian conflict. 

We grant pensions to many, people who did not see service at all. 
But this bill covers the people who served in that time where there 
were conflicts. 

I think it has been a great mistake for 44 years that these people were 
not included in this Spanish- American War pension. t think it was 
the intention of the law to cover it. Four Congresses oe attempted 
to correct this mistake, and I see no valid reason why they should not 
be included in this law. There are a very small number, and for too 
many years I think they have been denied it. 

I would like to file my statement for the record. 

Mr. Bory. Without objection, that may be done. 
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(The statement referred to follows :) 


STATEMENT OF HON. WINFIELD K. DENTON, oF INDIANA 


Mr. Chairman, I am grateful for this opportunity to present my views on House 
Joint Resolution 249, which I introduced at this session. I have heard from a 
number of veterans covered in my resolution who live in Indiana, and I am 
convinced that they have a good case. 

This resolution would extend pension benefits under the laws reenacted by 
Public Law 269, 74th Congress, August 13, 1935, as now or hereafter amended, 
to persons who served with the United States military or naval forces in Moro 
Province, or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, after July 4, 1902, and prior to 
January 1, 1914, and to their unremarried widows, child, or children. 

This bill was reported favorably at the last session of Congress. A slightly 
different bill was passed by both Houses of Congress in the 78th Congress and 
vetoed by the President. In the 79th Congress an identical bill was passed by 
the House but died in the Senate, and a like bill was reported favorably by the 
80th Congress. 

The bill covers a comparatively few individuals. The present estimate places 
the number at approximately 500 and approximately 300 widows. Assuming 
these figures to be correct, and considering the rates of pensions applicable to 
both veterans and widows, it appears the maximum first-year cost would be 
$798,000. Due to the advanced age of the veterans the cost would drop sharply 
with each succeeding year. The average age of the veterans is estimated to be at 
least 79 and the death rate is rapid for this age group. 

The hostilities in which these men were engaged were the very longest in 
which American troops were ever engaged. They lasted for nearly 12 years. 
During that time there were nearly 150 bloody engagements and the casualties 
are numbered in the thousands. The enemy was a formidable one. Our very 
best officers who were to become famous in World War I received much of their 
combat experience in these hostilities. The names of Pershing, Wood, Bliss, 
and March, are indelibly inscribed upon the records of these hostilities. These 
troops under that leadership pacified more than 57,000 square miles of the Philip- 
pine Archipelago. The fought to uphold and/or enforce the authority of the 
United States on United States soil. Fifteen of them were awarded the very 
highest decoration within the gift of this Government—the Congressional Medal 
of Honor. And now, after a 41-year wait, they seek a reasonable measure of 
relief at the hands of the Government they served so long and so well. 

My understanding is that this legislation has been opposed in previous years 
because the hostilities occurred after the official ending date of the Philippine 
Insurrection. The 150 engagements, therefore, are termed “peacetime police 
actions.” However, since July 4, 1904—the official ending date of the Philippine 
Insurrection—we have cheerfully legislated war veteran benefits for the veterans 
of the “peacetime pelice action” in Korea, and we have pensioned the veterans 
of still another “peacetime police action” known as the Boxer Rebellion. Like- 
wise, in 1927 the Congress following the long-established national policy of caring 
“for him who shall have borne the battle, and for his widow and orphan” pen- 
sioned the veterans of numerous undeclared Indian hostilities from the year of 
1817 through 1898. These laws are still in force. 

The enactment of House Joint Resolution 249, therefore, would be in line with 
traditional policy, instead of establishing a precedent. It would correct an 
inequality of some 34 years’ duration. Actually, there is reason to believe that 
the Congress fully intended to include this group in Public Law 256, 66th Con- 
gress. That act includes all veterans of the Philippine Insurrection, as well as 
the veterans of the cited peacetime Boxer Rebellion, but that act did not fix 
beginning and ending dates for either of these conflicts ; and it was not until after 
the enactment of this law that those who served after July 4, 1902, were denied 
veteran status. The War Department ruled them out on a weak technicality, 
but before so doing had awarded all veterans who participated in the Philippine 
hostilities from the official date of the insurrection, i. e., April 12, 1899, through 
1913, identical Philippine Campaign Medals. 

As House Joint Resolution 249 recites, the Congress has heretofore wisely pen- 
sioned those who were engaged in similar hostilities to uphold and/or enforce 
the authority of the United States in its Territories and insular possessions; 
and since the average age of the veterans under consideration is now more than 
79 years, I urge the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to leave no stone unturned 
to pension these old veterans before it is forever too late. Since there are so 
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few of them living, the cost would be slight when compared with other Govern- 
Inent expenditures. 

Mr. Fino. Congressman, may I ask you a question { 

Mr. Denon. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Frxo. Did I understand you to say that the bill did pass the 
second session of the 83d Congress last year / 

Mr. Denton. It was reported to the House. 

Mr. Wier. Last year. 

Mr. Frxo. Was it last year? 

Mr. Denton. It was neparted out by this commitee and it was not 
passed. They did not get a ruling. 

Mr. Fino. My recollection was that this committee reported it out 
favorably and it died in the Rules Committee. 

Mr. Denton. It has been up 4 times, out of this committee 4 times, 
and passed both Houses, and the House and Senate 1 time and the 
President vetoed it 1 time. 

Mr. Fino, Was it your bill last year? 

Mr. Denton. No, sir. 

Mr. Frvo. Thank you. 

Mr. Boykin. Now we would like to hear from Congressman Mc- 
Donough. 


STATEMENT OF HON. GORDON L. McDONOUGH, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


Mr. McDonovucu. Mr. Chairman, this committee now has under 
consideration H. R. 4684 which I introduced and other legislation 
to provide an increase in monthly rates of pension payable to widows 
of veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebel- 
lion and the Philippine Insurrection, from the present rate of $54.18 
to $75. 

We in America owe a debt of gratitude to every man who left home 
and family to defend his native land in answer to his country’s call 
toarms. It is a debt that can never be discharged, for as long as our 
Nation lives, as long as American citizens can walk erect as freemen 
under the protection of Old Glory, so long will all living Americans 
owe that freedom and the might and prosperity of our Nation to 

each and every veteran of pyar war fought to defend and preserve 

the United States of Americ: 

We as a people have ciel) in some measure to express our appre- 
ciation to our American veterans, to give certain privileges and care 
which in some measure might assist the returning veteran to reestab- 
lish his future, to guard his health, and to give him necessary hos- 
pitalization and medical care when he returns to civilian life with 
disability resulting from his military service. 

We can look with pride to the advance we, as a Nation, have made 
in establishing services for our veterans and their dependents to which 
they are fully entitled. But this was not always the case. 

And it is something of a shock to realize that Americans once fought 
and died in a war where there were no draftees, no Government war- 
risk insurance, no vocational training, no hospitalization for 20 years 
after the war ‘ended, and no widows’ pension for 16 years after the 
war’s end. This was the Spanish-American War, a war fought by the 
only 100-percent volunteer army the world has ever known. 
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The legislation under consideration would increase pensions for 
the widows of the veterans of this war, and would give to the Spanish- 
American War veterans the knowledge that their wives would have 
a substantial measure of protection for the future, as well as give to 
their widows a more adequate pension to supplement their income and 
afford some measure of security in their declining years. 

Surely this is little compensation for the sacrifice made by our Span- 
ish-American War veterans. 

I am fully aware that the pension awarded to widows of our vet- 
erans is intended only to supplement other income, and not to provide 
complete security. And I am also aware that legislation to increase 
widow’s pension has generally been opposed on the grounds that such 
increase would not be in accord with the original purpose of such 
pension. 

I do not agree with this position. 

The proposal to increase the monthly pension rate for widows of 
Spanish-American War veterans from $54.18 to $75 is not a proposal 
to grant a sustaining pension. This legislation would only increase 
the rate of pension so that it would actually serve the original purpose 
of augmenting the income these widows may already have, and to 
the extent established by the original legislation. 

Let us take a look at the facts. The first legislation granting a 
pension to Spanish-American War widows was enacted in July of 
1918. This act awarded a widow the sum of $12 monthly plus $2 for 
each child. 

This rate remained in effect until September of 1922 when Congress 
increased the rate of widow’s pension to $20 plus $4 monthly for each 
child. In 1926 the widow’s pension was again increased to $30. How- 
ever, in 1933 the pension for widows of veterans without service-con- 
nected disability was repealed, and no pension was allowed until the 
act of 1926 was reenacted more than a year later in 1934 reestablish- 
ing the rate at $30 monthly. 

This rate was continued until 1944 when the rate of widow’s pension 
was increased to $40 per month. In 1947 the rate was advanced to 
$48 monthly, in 1952 to $51.60, and finally in 1954 to $54.18, the pres- 
ent pension rate for widows of Spanish-American War veterans. 

During this same period from the date the first pension was granted 
to widows of Spanish-American War veterans in 1918 to date, a re- 
view of the cost-of-living index indicates that cost of living in the 
United States based on 100 percent in 1918 rose to 118.1 percent in 
1926, and to 177.2 percent in 1955, or an increase of 77.2 percent in 
cost of living. 

In the face of these facts with the present high cost of living and 
devaluation of the dollar since the pension was originally established, 
and even since the $54.18 rate was granted, an increase in the pension 
rate to $75 monthly can only be regarded as a supplement to other 
income. The present rate of $54.18 is totally inadequate. 

And it also must be kept in mind that most of the widows of our 
Spanish-American War veterans are women of advanced years with 
resultant decline in earning power. Many have no social-security 
coverage from any source, and many have very little income and can 
only obtain the bare necessities of life when such income is adequately 
supplemented by this pension. 
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The increase proposed by H. R. 4684 and the other legislation now 
under consideration by this committee will only grant an increase in 
the monthly pension rate for widows of our Spanish-American War 
veterans which will finally furnish to greater extent the same degree 
of supplementation of other income w which these widows may have 
as did the original pension rate when the cost of living in this Nation 
was more than 77 percent lower than it is today. 

I believe our Spanish-American War veterans are entitled to have 
this added protection afforded by the Government to their wives. I 
am convinced that the increase in the rate to $75 is justified at this 
time, and I sincerely request the favorable consideration by this com- 
mittee of the pending legislation. 

Mr. Boyxrn. Thank you. 

Now we will hear from the Honorable DeWitt Hyde. 


STATEMENT OF HON. DeWITT S. HYDE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Hype. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appre- 
ciate the opportunity the committee has given me to appear. I am 
also appearing on behalf of legislation to provide pensions for the 
officers who served in the Philippine Constabulary. I have a bill in 
for that purpose. It is H. R. 2407. I am not going to belabor the 
committee with repetition of much that has already been said this 
morning about the necessity for pensions for those officers and their 
widows and children, who served in the Philippine Constabulary. 

I am going to, with the chairman’s permission, submit a statement 
in that regard for the record. I am sure that from what the commit- 
tee has heard this morning they must be aware of the fairness, and I 
might even say the decency involved in favorable consideration of 
legislation for these Philippine C onstabulary officers. 

‘Let me simply say in connection with my bill, H. R. 2407, I am 
suggesting an amendment to the bill in order to clear wp any misunder- 
standing. 

I suggest that in H. R. 2407 the bill be amended by inserting, on 
page 1, line 6, after the word “Constabulary”, the words “for at least 
two years.” 

This is necessary in order that the bill will not be construed to 
mean that they must have continuous service from August 18, 1901, 
to January 1, 1920, in order to be entitled to the pension. That will 
also make clear that the full period of service contracted for by Ameri- 
can officers for this service in the Philippine Constabulary had to be 
completed in order to qualify for benefits under the bill. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I cannot too strongly urge upon your com- 
mittee favorable consideration for this legislation providing pensions 
for these former members of the Philippine Constabulary “and their 
wives and children. 

It is my understanding from the Association of Philippine Con- 
stabulary Officers that there are : approximately 200 surviving officers 
and widows of the organization whose needs would be met by this bill. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, and, with your permission, I will sub- 
mit this statement. 

Mr. Boykry. Without objection, it may be received. 
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(The statement referred to follows :) 


STATEMENT OF DEWrtt S. HyDE oF MARYLAND 


The purpose of H. R. 2407 is to give former officers in the Philippine Con- 
stabulary and their surviving widows and children pension benefits similar to 
those provided for the Spanish War veterans. 

Maj. Gen. Henry T. Allen organized this constabulary in 1901. 

They commanded native infantry in the Provinces and had the responsibility 
of maintaining order. 

The extension of pension benefits to this group of American officers who 
served honorably and faithfully on foreign soil under the American flag is the 
fair and decent thing to do. Those otherwise covered, of course, will not need 
this legislation. 

Philippine Constabulary Officers Association advise that there are approxi- 
mately 200 surviving officers and widows of the organization whose needs would 
be met by H. R. 2407. 

It is my understanding that service in the Philippine Constabulary has been 
recognized to the degree that this service is now credited for longevity and 
retirement purposes in the United States Army and is also creditable for 
retirement from the United States Civil Service. 

One case where a doctor served as medical officer with the Philippine Con- 
stabulary for 3 years. During his service there he contracted amebic dysentery 
and never entirely recovered. 

Another case where a man served 15 years in the Philippine Constabulary, 
retiring in 1918S with rank of major. His service was under the most hazardous 
conditions following the Spanish-American War, and he was wounded several 
times in his efforts to secure safety and peace for the islands. Yet his service 
was never recognized by the United States Government. Unfortunately, he died 
last year and his surviving widow, who is 70 years of age, has been baby sitting 
to support herself. 

I suggest that the bill be amended by inserting on page 1, line 5, after the 
word “Constabulary”, the words “for at least two years’. This is necessary in 
order that it will not be construed to mean that they must have continuous 
service from August 18, 1901, to January 1, 1920. It will also make clear that 
the full period of service contracted for by our American officers for this service 
in the Philippine Constabulary had to be completed in order to qualify for 
benefits under this bill. It is my understanding that the period of this contract 


was 2 vears. 
Mr. Boyxry. I see we have Congressman Wier here, my very good 
friend, and we will hear from you now. 


STATEMENT OF HON. ROY W. WIER, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 


Mr. Wier. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, first I 
want to say I appreciate this opportunity of again appearing before 
this subcommittee and before the committee as a whole on behalf of 
the Moro Province problem. I have been in Congress now 6 years, 
and each session IT have introduced a resolution or a bill in behalf 
of these few remaining veterans of that very vicious campaign, the 
Moro in the Philippines. 

This year my resolution is House Resolution 94. 

Mr. Chairman, due to the fact that I have had considerable ex- 
perience and contact in veterans’ affairs in my community in the city 
of Minneapolis, I have become acquainted with some of the remain- 
ing members of this Moro insurrection, and it is on their behalf in 
my community that I felt they were deserving of some recognition, 
at least the same recognition as the Spanish-American War veterans. 

So in the first session of the 81st Congress I introduced my first 
bill for the same relief to these men that was given to Spanish-Amer- 
ican War veterans, little as it is. 





MISCELLANEOUS BILLS, SPANISH WAR PERIOD 623 


I have had some contact with some pretty important people. Out 
of all these Moro veterans that still exist and live, some of them have 
been successful in their economic life and don’t look forward to this 
bill. 

I have here a very fine statement from a major down in Georgia 
who participated in ‘this campaign, and he himself admits that there 
is nothing in this bill that he looks forward to except to render a 
service and do his part in carrying on this campaign to reward aad 
make it possible for a little better sunset for these people. 

Mr. Boyxrn. Don’t you think we ought to put his name in the 
record? 

Mr. Wier. I am going to. 

Now then this legislation has been before the Congress over a long 
period of time. This communication that Major Kemp sent me A 
think outlines for the benefit of the committee and the record 11 re 
sons in defense of this action. 

In my community, Minneapolis, I have contact with possibly 35 
of these remaining veterans. I know that they are all Moro veterans, 
but I don’t know that that is all there is left in Minneapolis. It is 
not over 40 or 50 that are left. I would say that 85 to 90 percent of 
those veterans out of that campaign are men of need today. They are 
men who have deteriorated. There are a half dozen of them in the 
Minnesota State Soldiers Home where they merely get an existence— 
no money. But they get a roof, shelter, and food and lodging. 

The rest of them are ekeing out a living at the expense of friends 
and relatives. 

So to me it was indeed a pitiful scene. 

The time in this Moro insurrection was underestimated. Major 
Kemp sent me along some of the battle scenes. Here is a photograph 
of the bodies of many of the boys who participated being shipped 
back to the United States. Here they are being buried in a trench. 

And he goes on to make known that this was not just a police 
action; this was a most vigorous campaign in a foreign country and 
under the most terrible conditions, to which our South Pacific boys 
can testify. 

So I am going to turn this over, Mr. Chairman, this material here 
and these 11 reasons. In these 11 reasons he gives the history of this 
legislation. He says, “The wording of this bill—” referring to the 
bill of former C ongressman Rankin who headed this committee for 

many years 

Mr. Borxrn. Bless his heart. He was a great man. 

Mr. Wier. That is right. 

And, speaking of H. R. 5932, he says about the bill: 

The wording of this bill is that of General Hines when Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs so as to eliminate previous objections that had been raised by 
either the War Department or Veterans’ Administration. A somewhat similar 


bill that would have accomplished the same purpose has passed the House twice 
and the Senate once. 


Then he goes on to give the number of veterans that were engaged 
in that activity, the number who lost their lives, the number who were 
crippled and so on and so forth. And he goes on to give the number 
who were alive in 1949. It is very interesting, and I think answers all 
of the questions. 
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I have heard the reasons given here for 6 years as to why these bills 
don’t pass. I want to give credit to Congressman Mack for the job 
that he did last year in getting out of this committee his bill and get- 
ting it to the Rules Committee. But the Rules Committee, for one 
reason or another, failed to give it a rule and permit it to get on the 
House floor. 

As the gentlemen have said, it has passed the House twice and the 
Senate once, the same identical bill. This resolution is the same as 
Congressman Mack’s. 

The only thing that I have ever heard around here in opposition to 
this bill is not the cost of it, not the fact that these veterans of Moro 
fought the same kind of war and fought a supplemental war to the 
Spanish-American War, but the only logic that was raised—and it is 
not raised any more since the Korean war—was that this was an un- 
declared war. 

As to the Moro insurrection, if you will remember, we had reached 
peace with Spain, and the war was declared at an end. Then the 
Filipino insurrectionists, under the leadership of General Aguinaldo, 
started a campaign of their own for the freedom of the Philippines, 
which resulted in the United States sending our troops over there. 
These were the Moro insurrectionists. 

And because it wasn’t a declared war, these men have been denied 
the benefits that have been approved for the Spanish-American War 
veterans. 

So I make my plea here again today. If it doesn’t pass in this 
Congress and I come back to the 85th this will be here again. As long 
as there is one of those men living I will be before this committee ask- 
ing for the passage of this bill. Iam going to introduce this material, 
Mr. Chairman, because I think it will be helpful to you. 

Mr. Boyxry. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Wier. It will be helpful in bringing it to the House floor or to 
the Rules Committee. I want to thank you for this opportunity. I 
hope you don’t make it necessary for me to come back next session. 

Mr. Boyxry. Congressman, you have made a marvelous statement, 
and you have a wonderful lot of information that is going to be very 
helpful to this committee. 

Mr. Wrer. If you need more than there is some more. 

Mr. Boyxry. Good. We appreciate your coming here this morning. 

I think there is a question. 

Mr. Frno. Congressman, you testified that similar bills have pre- 
viously passed either the House or the Senate but never both Houses, 
and had never gone to the President. 

Mr. Wier. The one that the Senate passed and the House passed 
the President vetoed. 

Mr. Frno. Was there any memorandum that accompanied the veto 
of this bill? 

Mr. Wier. It is in the records of the committee here, yes. Since the 
President vetoed the bill on those grounds the House has since passed 
it twice, but not the Senate. 

Mr. Boykin. Congressman, you mentioned a man whose portrait is 
up here right behind you, John Rankin of Mississippi. I think John 
Rankin, who was here for many, many years, did as much for the 
veterans of all wars as any man on earth. 
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Mr. Weir. John Rankin got this bill through his committee and 
though the House twice after the President vetoed it. 

Mr. Boykin. And | will do my best to get it through the committee 
now. 

Mr. Wier. That I know. Thank you so much. 

(The material submitted by Mr. Wier is as follows :) 


PHILIPPINE-PACIFIC WAR VETERANS 
National Headquarters 


MINNEAPOLIS 10, MINN, 


ELEVEN REASONS Wuy H. R. 5932, INrropucED By Mr. RANKIN, COVERING THE 
PULAJANE AND Moro CAMPAIGNS FrRoM Jury 4, 19602, To DeceMpBer 31, 1913, 
SHOULD Be APPROVED BY THE 2D SESSION OF THE 81ST CONGRESS 


1. The wording of this bill is that of General Hines, when Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs, so as to eliminate previous objections that had been raised 
by either the War Department or Veterans’ Administration. A somewhat similar 
bill, that would have accomplished the same purpose, has passed the House twice 
and the Senate once. 

2. A near-accurate estimate of the surviving veterans affected places the num- 
ber under 2,000, with around 200 unremarried widows still living. The average 
age of these veterans is now 68. 

3. Comparing the small number of men taking part in the Pulajane and Moro 
wars with an equal number engaged in the Spanish-American War, Boxer 
Rebellion, or Philippine Insurrection, the records will show the percent of 
battle casualties far greater in the Pulajane and Moro wars between July 4, 
1902, and December 31, 1913, than during the period from April 1898 to July 
4, 1902, Citing but 2 instances as examples, in 1 Moro engagement 3+ percent 
of the American soldiers taking part were killed, while at the battle of Bud-Dajo, 
in April 1906, more Americans were killed and wounded than met a similar 
fate in August 1898, during the naval and military bombardment and capture 
of Manila. The total killed at Bud-Dajo, Americans and Moros, amounted to 
over 1,000 with an unknown number wounded. 

4. Casualties in the Philippines up to noon on July 4, 1902, are classed as 
wartime casualties incident to the Philippine Insurrection, surviving veterans 
now being entitled to wartime disability and service pensions. Casualties 
occurring after noon on July 4, 1902, are classed as peacetime casualties incident 
to military operations against hostile Pulajanes and savage Moros, surviving 
veterans being denied the same disability pension, and no service pension at all, 
such as is now granted their comrades who served in the same war prior to 
noon on July 4, 1802. 

5. Had there been no Spanish-American War, there would have been no Phil- 
ippine Insurrection. Had there been no insurrection, there would not have 
followed, without a break in military operations, the so-called peacetime Pulajane 
and Moro wars which took place between the dates of July 4, 1902, and Decem- 
ber 31, 1913. 

6. No other peacetime campaign, expedition, or occupation compares with, 

or was of a similar nature, as the Pulajane and Moro wars, due to the fact 
that the Pulajane and Moro wars were but the natural and to be expected contin- 
uation of the original Philippine Insurrection which did not by any means 
terminate at high noon on July 4, 1902, as the expected result of the President’s 
ill-timed Proclamation of Peace. 
7. Changes in military operations after this premature peace date were in 
name only, that is, prior to July 4, 1902, we were engaged in an undeclared 
war against Filipino insurgents, including the Moro tribes, but after that 
date the words “war” and “insurrections,” for political reasons, were dropped 
and we were thereafter engaged in peacetime activities against hostile Pulajanes 
on the islands of Samar and Leyte and savage Moros on the island of Mindanao, 
including the Moro Province, all of whom were still in open rebellion against 
the authority of the United States Government. 

8. Strange as it may appear, American soldiers killed in action or dying 
as a result of wounds or injuries, while engaged in peacetime combat against 
hostile Pulajanes or savage Moros between July 4, 1902, and December 31, 
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1913, were just as dead and had suffered the same agony as their comrades 
who met a like fate in the official Philippine Insurrection prior to July 4, 1902. 

9. Military records sustain the fact that the Pulajane and Moro war veterans 
actually served in the same war, under the same conditions, same enlistment 
contract, received the same wartime pay of $15.60 per month, same poor and 
scanty rations, were exposed to the same combat and tropical disease hazards, 
and subject to the same inadequate medical attention as those who served 
prior to July 4, 1902. However, through some peculiar quirk or screwy action 
of the mind, both the present-day War Department and Veterans’ Administra- 
tion officials object to these few veterans being granted the pension to which 
their wartime service entitles them. 

10. The War Department of 40 years ago, whose officials at that time were 
nearly all veterans of the Spanish-American War, recognized combat service 
against the hostile Pulajanes and savage Moros as wartime service when Con- 
gress issued the same Philippine War Medal, same Medal of Honor, same Cer- 
tificate of Merit, and, later on, same Purple Heart to these veterans as it had 
issued those who had served in the Philippine Insurrection prior to July 4, 1902. 

11. War medals, medals for valor displayed on the field of battle, and Purple 
Hearts are not, and never have been, issued to commemorate peacetime or parade 
ground service, hence a state of war must have existed on the islands of Samar 
and Leyte until June 30, 1907, and on the island of Mindanao, including the 
Moro Province, to December 31, 1913, else these veterans would not have been 
issued the wartime medals referred to. This line of reasoning being founded 
on facts, then the veterans covered by H. R. 5932, by all legal and moral rights 
should be entitled to the same pension privileges as those with like service who 
served in the same war prior to July 4, 1902. 


GrEorGE J. DIDYOUNG, 
National Commander. 
JOHN U. SHROYER, 
Chairman, National Legislative Commission. 
Official : 


CHARLES V. STEVENS, N. A. 
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After the battle of Bud-Dajo, which took place April 5, 6, and 7, 1906, nearly 
4+ vears after the closing of the undeclared war against tthe Filipino Insular Gov- 
ernment which came to an untimely end due to the political pressure brought to 
bear against the President. In this battle, 21 American soldiers were killed, 67 
wounded, of which many died thereafter, and 1,000 savage Moros met their 
Allah. This was not peacetime but real war and, incidentally, the major battle 
taking place between the American forces and the Filipinos between February 4, 
1899, and December 31, 1913. Neither the President nor the Congress ever de- 
clared a state of war between the Filipino Insular Government nor the United 
States on February 4, 1899, when the so-termed Philippine Insurrection com- 
menced. 

Twenty-one reasons why the present Pulajane and Moro war bills in the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs should be approved. These “forgotten” combat 
veterans were killed by Moros in the Bud-Dajo battle of April 5, 6, and 7, 1906. 
Sixty-seven others were severely wounded, many of which died later. There 
were hundreds of other volunteer regulars who lost their lives during the Pula- 
jane and Moro wars on Samar, Leyte, Mindanao, including the Moro Province, 
between July 4, 1902, and December 31, 1913. Congressman Rankin’s H. R. 5932 
covers this period of so-called undeclared wars. 
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Mr. Boyxry. We will now hear from Mr. Elliott of Alabama. 


STATEMENT OF HON. CARL ELLIOTT, REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ALABAMA 


Mr. Exntorr. Mr. Chairman and colleagues, I have long been in- 
terested in legislation to extend the Spanish-American War service 
pension laws to the veterans who served in the Moro Province and in 
the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, and prior to 1914. 
To aceomplish this purpose ‘I have introduced House Joint Resolution 
183, and I also introduced a similar measure in the 83d Congress. I 
am hopeful, therefore, that the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs will 
take immediate action to provide for these old men before it is forever 
too late. 

As my resolution recites, these men actually fought on for nearly 
12 years after a premature ending date for the Philippine Insurrec- 
tion. They took part in upwards of 150 engagements and there were 
around 5,000 casualties. Yet, after nearly 41 years they have received 
no Official recognition for this outstanding service. Some 15 of them 
have been awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor. 

Adoption of my resolution would be in harmony with the tradi- 
tional national policy to adequately provide for those who have fought 
our wars, whether or not there was a formal declaration of war. So 
the adoption of my resolution could not possibly create a precedent. 
On the other hand, the precedents are in favor of these men. We have 
long since pensioned the veterans of the Indian hostilities, between 
1817 and 1899, whether or not the service was in a period of officially 
recognized war. The veterans of the “peacetime police action” usually 
referred to as the Boxer Rebellion were all included in the Spanish- 
American War Service Pension Act, and in recent years we have ex- 
tended war veteran benefits to those who took part in the “peacetime 
police action” in Korea. Then why shouldn’t these old men be pro- 
vided for? 

In the 83d Congress your committee found that there were but about 
500 of these old men living, that the annual cost would not exceed 
$1 million, that the average age for the group was then 78 years, and 
that the death rate for this age group was very rapid. None of these 
worthy old men are physically able to follow gainful employment. 
They are not entitled to Government hospitalization or domiciliary 
care. And, moreover, they are not eligible for a burial allowance or 
so much as a flag for their casket. I would urge the committee, there- 
fore, to make every effort to bring about the enactment of this legisla- 
tion with all possible speed. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Boyxrn. Thank you for your very fine statement. 

Now we will hear from Mr. Horace Seeley-Brown of Connecticut. 





STATEMENT OF HON. HORACE SEELEY-BROWN, JR., A REPRESENT- 
ATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT 


Mr. Sretry-Brown. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate very much the in- 
vitation to appear before your subcommittee in conjunction with your 
consideration of House Joint Resolution 190, which I introduced on 
February 2, 1955. 
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The joint resolution would place individuals who served in the tem- 

rary forces of the United States Navy during the Spanish-American 
War in the same status as those individuals who served in the Army 
for equal periods of time during that war and who were given fur- 
loughs or leaves upon being mustered out of the service. This reso- 
lution is designed to extend the benefits of Army General Order 130, 
which had the effect of extending the period of active duty of Army 
a by granting certain mustering-out leaves of absence and 

rloughs, to veterans of the naval service. 

At the present time no agency of the naval establishment is legally 
empowered to extend the enlistments of these members of the tempo- 
rary forces of the Navy. General Orders Numbered 130 of the War 
Department, which was in effect from August 29, 1898, until January 
13, 1899, granted to members of the Army in the war with Spain 
certain mustering-out leaves of absence and furlough which have been 
recognized by the Congress as constituting pensionable service. The 
effect of such General Orders has been to make available to Army 
veterans of the war with Spain certain pension rights which are not 
available to Navy veterans with comparable service. 

In order to corre¢t this inequity, at the request of individuals who 
served in the temporary forces of the Navy, I introduced House Joint 
Resolution 190, which would increase the period of active service by 
30 days for each month’s extra pay which they received under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214, 1228) which 
granted members of the temporary forces of the Navy benefits com- 
parable to those granted members of the Army under such General 
Orders numbered 130. 

In my opinion, there should be no discrimination with respect to the 
computation of periods of service for pension purposes, and I there- 
fore respectfully urge your favorable consideration of the joint reso- 
Jution presently pending. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Boykin. We will next hear the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Rooney. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN J. ROONEY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


Mr. Rooney. Chairman Boykin and the distinguished members of 
the Subcommittee on Spanish-American War veterans of the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, I am interested in securing the enact- 
ment of H. R. 2867, and House Joint Resolution 151, which is the sub- 
ject of a hearing before you this morning. 

Bill H. R. 2867, providing for an increase in the monthly rates of 
pension payable to widows and former widows of deceased veterans of 
the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the 
Philippine Insurrection, is, in my opinion, a most meritorious piece of 
legislation in view of the high cost of living which has resulted in a 
hardship to the beneficiaries of the existing legislation. 

House Joint Resolution 151 has been strongly endorsed by the 
United Spanish War Veterans of Brooklyn, New York, Inc. I have 
been informed by Mr. G. A. Dillinger, chairman of the legislative com- 
mittee, that if this resolution is enacted into law, it would at last cer- 
tify a group of claimants for their legal pensions which they have been 
deprived of for many years. 
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It is my sincere hope that your committee will take favorable action 
on such legislation at this time. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee. 

Mr. Boykin. Next, the committee is happy to have the statement by 
Congressman Shelley, of California. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN F. SHELLEY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


Mr. Suevitey. Mr. Chairman, I want first to thank you and the mem- 
bers of the Spanish-American Subcommittee for permitting me to ap- 
pear before you this morning in support of my bill H. R. 2998. Tam 
certainly pleased at the heari ing given this bill, not only for the prac- 
tical reason that under its terms the committee and the C ongress now 
have an opportunity to correct an injustice which has existed for more 
than 50 years, but for sentimental reasons as well. 

This bill is a successor to bills which I have introduced in each 
Congress since the 81st and which my predecessor, the late Dick Welch, 
had before Congress for many years before that. As a matter of fact, 
on two different occasions such bills were passed by Congress only to 
be vetoed by President Hoover. The purpose of my bill is simple. It 
would extend limited veterans’ benefits to about 200 surviving veterans 
of Army service during the Spanish-American War years, ‘including 
among the 200 also a number of surviv ing widows of such veterans. 

These veterans, averaging about 75 years in age now, served as fight- 
ing seamen aboard merchant vessels operated by the Army Quarter- 
master Corps during that period. I call them veterans because they 
are everything that the term implies except for one thing—they were 
never actu: ally. sworn into the Army, and that fact has pr evented their 
dwindling ranks through all these years from getting any of the bene- 
fits which their service rightfully entitled them to and which they 
need more badly with each passing year. 

Your committee file has a considerable amount of documentation 
supporting the justice of these claims. I would like, however, to give 
you a few of the important reasons why I feel so very strongly th: at my 
bill should be enacted and w hy the service these men gave their country 
should be recognized by giving them the relief they need so badly in 
their dec Jining years. 

Firstly, it should be aoe in the interests of justice. During the 
Spanish-American War years not only the Army but also the Navy 
took over and operated ‘talisechad vessels as military transports. 
The seamen aboard both types of vessels served under exactly the 
same conditions. Tlowever, the men who sailed on vessels operated 
by the Navy were formally sworn in as members of the Armed Forces 
while the men in Army service did not take the oath. 

Don’t ask me why that was because there was apparently no logical 
reason. It was just that the Navy Department and the War Depart- 
ment operated differently. But that one difference in the conditions 
of service has meant for 55 years that Navy transport seamen have 
enjoyed full veterans’ benefits while their counterparts under the Army 
have been denied any rights at all. 

There is certainly no justice in such a situation. 

Further, in 1931 Congress enacted legislation granting nurses who 
served as civilians with our armed forces during the Spanish-American 
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War period the same status as Army nurses for veterans’ benefit 
purposes. Presumably that was done on the basis that although 
nurses in the Regular Army were not the customary thing during the 
Spanish-American War years, the later acceptance of the practice 
made it only right that those who had performed like duties in earlier 
years were entitled to like benefits. That same reasoning should apply 
in this case. These men in many cases performed far more really 
military duty than the uniformed personnel operating our Military 
Sea Transportation Service fleet, yet MSTS personnel get the same 
benefits as any other sailor veteran while these men get nothing. 

As I have pointed out to the committee before, the men who served 
with the fleet under the Army Quartermaster Corps were, in fact, 
uniformed personnel of our armed services in ever y respect save swear- 
ing in. They wore Navy uniforms, which they had to purchase them 
selves ; they were subject to the same military discipline as military 
members of the Quartermaster Corps; they were often brought under 
fire; they manned guns; they made beach landings; and they risked 
their lives alongside the troops with whom they served. 

In view of the liberal treatment which the United States has accorded 
to our other wartime veterans, many thousands of whom have per 
formed far less service and were never subject to enemy fire as were 
these men, it seems to me highly unjust and a serious reflection on 
th Congress and the Government that they and their dependents are 
now allowed to suffer privation without so much as a word of thanks 
for the sacrifices they made. 

I might point out that my bill provides only limited benefics for the 
few survivors now alive. It is limited to pension benefits only, and 
does not provide for service-connected disability compensation. hos 
pitalization, burial allowances, and death benefits although it is my 
personal opinion that full benefits are richly deserved. The pension 
is all that these people are asking, however, and I certainly hope that 
it will be granted them at long last. 

A large portion of the survivors of the Quartermaster fleet are 
members of McKinley Fleet No. 1, an organization of veterans of the 
Transport and Quartermasters’ Departments of the Spanish War, 
located in San Francisco. The city has recognized them as veterans 
by granting them quarters in our War Memorial Building such as 
are ‘provided other veterans’ groups. They have cooperated in civic 
activities as do other veterans’ organizations despite the lack of recog- 
nition of their status by the U nited States Government. It is high 
time they were accorded that status. 

Mr. Chairman, I have from time to time submitted to this committee 
letters from members of the McKinley Fleet detailing the hardships 
they are undergoing and also giving authentic accounts of some of 
the military operations in which they participated. I want to add to 
that history now for the record a copy of a letter which I understand 
was addressed to the committee earlier this year by Mr. James Grant, 
now commander of McKinley Fleet. 

Mr. Grant tells a graphic story of a landing operation on the island 
of Samar in which he participated and in which heavy casualties were 
sustained among the transport personnel who participated and whom 
my bill would benefit. On the basis of this letter and the m: iny others 
I and the committee have received, there can be no doubt that these 
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men were soldiers in fact if not in name. Let us recognize that fact 
now by favorable action on H. R. 2998 before the bitter end. 
(The letter referred to follows :) 


TRANSPORT AND QUARTERMASTERS’ DEPARTMENTS 
SERVICE MEN OF THE SPANISH Wak, 
McKINLey FLEET, No. 1, 
San Francisco, Calif., February 12, 1955. 
Hon. JouHn F. SHELLEY, 
vember of Congress, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Drar CONGRESSMAN SHELLEY: This is a copy of a letter that we are preparing 
to send to the Armed Forces Committee, as soon as you send us the new bill 
number and a list of names of the Armed Forces Committee and Congressmen. 

Thank you very much for your courtesy in this matter. 

Respectfully yours, 
Mrs. Lovise MARTIN, 
Secretary. 


There is in committee, a bill H. R. 2998, and may we take this time to support 
our claim, that we give full veterans status, by calling your attention to one of 
the many operations that was performed by the men of the transport fleet during 
the entire campaign. 

When the Filippino insusrectos ambushed the United States troops on the 
island of Samar, they created great havoc and loss, and an emergency call was 
sent to Manila for reinforcements, at a time when most of the transport fleet 
were spread over a wide area, from Lingueyan Gulf to Zamboango Mindauo, 
and Taku forts in China. 

There was announced from the state in the only place at the time, the Alhambra 
on the Fscolta, the following: “All enlisted personnel on pass, report immediately 
at your company headquarters, also all members of the crew of the United 
States Army Transport Kilpatrick, muster immediately at the transport quarter- 
master’s dock.” 

There were no slackers, and no time was lost in getting stores and equipment 
on board, then loading the ship with troops lying 3 miles out in Manila Bay. We 
sailed that evening and started landing troops as soon as we sighted our beach- 
head, using the ships boats and steam launch. In all, we made three landings, 
at different points, and seemingly everything was quiet until dusk when the 
enemy, who were concealed in the heavy bamboo brush, began attacking our 
troops with bolos. We had many casualties that night, but final result of that 
encounter is now on official record. 

That we were an integral unit of the fighting forces, there can be no doubt. 
In all theaters during the entire war, we followed the orders issued by the 
Quartermaster General’s Department, and performed all tasks allotted to us 
with credit to the uniform that we wore, and paid for without war bonuses, 
overtime, social security, or insurance of any kind. “We were just the boys 
who were there.” 

Our records of today have less than 200 still alive, including dependent widows 
who could benefit from this bill, whose average age is 75 years, and we humbly 
ask that you, the 84th Congress, do this great humanitarian deed by having this 
bill enacted into law, and give them badly needed assistance for the short time 
they may have. 

Respectfully submitted, 

McKINLEY FLEEer No. 1, 
JAMES GRANT, 
Commander. 


Mr. Boyxrty. The committee will next hear from Mr. Bow, of Ohio. 


STATEMENT OF HON. FRANK T. BOW, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OHIO 


Mr. Bow. Gentlemen of the committee, Mr. John E. Roberts, of 
Canton, Ohio, is the national commander of the organization of 
Indian War Veterans. Over the years I have enjoyed many confer- 
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ences with him on his experiences as a member of the Army on the 
frontier many years ago and on the recognition that Congress has 
accorded the veterans of these Indian conflicts. 

Mr. Roberts pointed out to me that veterans of Indian wars do 
not receive some of the services that are available to veterans of 
the Spanish-American War, including especially domiciliary care, 
medical and hospital treatment, and outpatient care. He os felt 
that the Indian war veterans should receive equal consideration, and 
that if this apparent injustice were called (o the attention of the 
Congress it would be corrected. At his request, with the advice of 
the Legislative Counsel, I introduced H. R. 5246, now awaiting your 
consideration. 

Mr. Roberts reports that there are only about 250 veterans of the 
Indian wars alive today. They are of an age when hospital care and 
outpatient are needed frequently. Mr. Roberts himself is 89 and 
only recently was honored for 50 years of service as a member of 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. I think it is entirely 
fitting that the Congress recognize and reward this small band of 
aged veterans who served us longago. I sincerely hope the committee 
will approve my bill. 


Mr. Boykin. We will now hear from the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Dorn. 


STATEMENT OF HON. FRANCIS E. DORN, OF NEW YORK 


Mr. Dorn. Mr. Chairman, I should like to add my support of favor- 
able action on House Joint Resolution 151, which would place indi- 
viduals who served in the temporary forces of the United States Navy 
during the Spanish-American War in the same status as those indi- 
viduals who served in the Army for equal periods of time during that 
war and who were given furloughs or leaves upon being mustered 
out of the service. 

I am very much in favor of this legislation, for I believe : would 
remedy a great inequity which has long needed correction. I do not 
believe the C ongress at any time means to discriminate against any 
one group of individuals who have served their country honor ably. 
And yet this has been done, by failing to provide for those in tempo- 

rary service in the Navy during the ‘Spanish- American War. They 

served the same length of time, but by reason of inaction these indi- 
viduals have not been given the same advantages as those who served 
the same periods of time in the Army. 

I am informed by the Veterans’ Administration that there are 
a total of 63,514 living veterans of that war who are now drawing 
pensions, and a totol of 84,047 Spanish-American War veterans’ 
dependents who are receiving pensions, making a grand a of 
147,561 who are receiving pensions as the result of service in that 
war. 

Yet the report of the Secretary of the Navy of 1898 has disclosed 
that appointments for temporary service of officers was 856, and the 
Naval Militia totaled 4,216 enlisted personnel, making a total of 5,072. 
That was in 1898. The number has considerably decreased over the 
past 57 years, and the percentage of eligibles under this legislation 
would be negligible as compared to the number who are presently 
drawing pensions because of service in the Spanish-American War. | 
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believe it encumbent upon the Congress to enact this measure and 
correct a situation which should have been corrected many years ago. 

Mr. Boykin. Thank you. 

We have a great man from whom we are going to hear at this time; 
a man who has all of the honors, and I think now he has the greatest 
honor on this earth, the national commander of the United Spanish 
War Veterans. Commander Lloyd Thurston, we would like to hear 
from you at this time. 

Mr. Thurston is a former Congressman, as you have just heard, and 
he was here and made a great record for many long years. We are 
delighted to have him w ith us this mor ning, and we know we are going 
to enjoy his statement. 


STATEMENT OF LLOYD THURSTON, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, UNITED 
SPANISH WAR VETERANS | 


Mr. Tuursron. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, it 
is a privilege to return here and especially view the portraits of the 
former distinguished colleagues of mine who not only rendered great 
service to the veterans of the country, but, likewise, to the Nation— 
Mr. Rankin, Mrs. Rogers, and Royall Johnson. 

Mr. Boykin. Mrs. Rogers is still doing that good work, too. _ It is 
said down-hall that she is truly a honey. She ‘really is. She is one 
of the greatest women I have ever known, and she puts in overtime 
every day, every night, and every week, working for the veterans. 
She and John Rankin were the greatest pair I have known for looking 
out for our men in the service. 

Mr. Tuursron. First, on behalf of the veterans of the country, I 
feel that I should express their views in commending the untiring 
services of Congressman Barratt O’Hara in their behalf throughout 
the years. 

As commander in chief of the United Spanish War Veterans, an 
organization composed of about 45,000 veterans, I should state that my 
employment fails to carry remuneration for my services. So I am not 
obliged to list myself in a certain category which is somewhat preva- 
lent here. 

Mr. Chairman, the group which appears before your body today is 
conscious of the heavy responsibility which has been assigned to you 
in not only weighing the merits of the Spanish War veterans and their 
dependents, but likewise their relation to the entire veteran picture, 
not to mention the great multiplicity of activities of our Government, 
both of a military and civilian character. To me, the Congress is a 
great court of equity, which has under its jurisdiction not only the 
collection of funds to meet the expenditures of the Federal Govern- 
ment but, likewise, the apportionment of such funds between and 
among those who are maples red by or have served the Nation. 

Therefore, a comparison or analysis of the legislation enacted for the 
benefit of the different classes of veterans must be carefully examined 
so that a clear picture may be had of the allowances granted to the 
rspective groups. If this is done, in the instant case, we feel that the 
equities will move to the group represented here today. 

Of course, we are pleased to have the chairman of the full committee, 
Colonel Teague, with us this morning. 

Mr. Boyxrn. He is always with us and he is doing a grand job. 
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Mr. Trurston. It is to be distinctly understood that the references 
to compensation or other allowances made to veterans of World Wars 
I and II and the Korean conflict in no way criticizes or complains about 
the legislation enacted in behalf of those veterans. In fact, our organ- 
ization believes that the veterans who served in the last 3 wars, with a 
long list of splendid victories to their credit, were and are entitled to 
the benefits granted by the Congress. 

There is no doubt that the Congress intended to deal fairly and 
equitably with all veterans’ groups, but as economic and financial 
changes occur it follows that enacted legislation primarily concerned 
a specific group, so that the benefits available to veterans from time 
to time have been uneven or unequal because the conditions, facts, or 
evidence submitted varied during the different periods of time. There- 
fore, having in mind the purpose of Congress to treat all veterans’ 
groups as fairly and equitably as possible, we might briefly review 
the legislation enacted from time to time on this subject. 

The Sp: 2g A Om veterans have been accorded the same rec 
ognition by the Government as the termination of hostilities with 
Spain was almost coincident with the commencement of the Philip- 
pine Insurrection, both of these groups having volunteered for mili- 
tary service, 61 percent having oversea duty. 

Pensions for Spanish War veterans were first made available in 
1920 at the rate of $12 per month, service connected. Pensions for 
their widows was enacted in 1918, commencing at $12 per month. 

Hospitalization was first Slovidiel in a limited way for this group 
in 1922, and in 1928 real hospitalization was made available to the 
Spanish-American War group. 

The foregoing discloses that hospitalization and benefits to these 
veterans was available 20 to 30 years after their separation from the 
service. 

While in the service no allowance was available to a wife or depend- 
ent. These veterans were mainly housed in tents, or “under canvas” 
which included their hospitals and mess units. The y traveled in day 
coaches, and were provided with a travel allowance w ‘hich amounted to 
about 50 cents per day. Their pay for foreign service was $15.60 per 
month: hardtack and canned beef was issued to the traveling service- 
man, “on orders.” 

In those days there were no $10,000 insurance policies or $5,000 to 
the veteran’s estate if death occurred while in the service, or 6 months’ 
pay if death ensued while serving. There were no preference laws 
in behalf of the veterans in the Federal service or in the laws of the 

respective States. The Spanish-Philippine veterans never heard of 
the word bonus, or home, business, or farm loans or college courses, 
separation pay, or the presumption that any disability arising within 
a year after his separation of service would be presumed of service 
origin. 

| should digress just to say that there were 3 or 4 States that pro- 
vided some slight bonus to Spanish War veterans. I do not have 
the names of the States or the amount paid available. 

Then, of course, the servicemen in the more recent wars had indem- 
nity insurance of $10,000, mustering-out pay of $200 to $300, unem- 
ployment benefits provided for 6 months, and social-securit v benefits, 
which, of course, will ultimately enhance their estate and their social- 
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security status. And, of course, the disability and helplessness provi- 
sions were not made available to this group. 

This is an illustration that, I think, might be made that is rather 
unusual, but I think it is pertinent. Veterans serving in the Korean 
war had allotments to their wives matched by the Government for $50 
per month or $600 a year. After his discharge he could have a college 
education costing maybe five or six thousand dollars, and if he had 
insurance and subsequently died his estate would receive $10,000. So 
his widow or his estate could have $15,000 or $16,000 if he had service 
connection and died after having these benefits. Then immediately 
his wife would draw a pension of $87 per month. 

The Spanish War widow did not receive an allowance until 16 years 
after the Spanish War. So a widow of a veteran who served in the 
Korean war would have 16 years’ pay plus these other benefits which 
would equal about thirty-thousand-and-some dollars which she might 
have 16 years after the date of death of her husband. 

The Cuairman. That is provided that he has a service-connect| 
injury, or died with a service-connected injury. 

Mr. Tuvrsron. That is right. 

The CrarrmMan. With non-service-connected disabilities they are 
entitled to no pension. 

Mr. Tuvrsron. That is right. 

Mr. Boykin. But they did have some benefits some 16 years after. 

Mr. Tuvursron. That is right. 

Mr. Boykin. There weren't many of them who collected that, I 
guess. Sixteen years is a long time to live after there is something 
wrong. 

Mr. Tuurstron. I meant to say that the Spanish War widows started 
in 16 years after the Spanish War 

Mr. Boykin. I see. 

Mr. THurston. In the Korean war they started in immediately. 

Mr. Boykin. Yes. Sixteen years’ difference is a long time. 

Mr. Tuurston. In other words, it has taken the Spanish War wid- 
ows 50 years to graduate from $12 up to $54 at present. 

If the Spanish- Philippine veteran could have had prompt or early 
hospitalization his earning capacity would have been increased. If 
he E id been offered the opportunity to take a college course, many 
would have entered the professional or a higher strata of employ- 
ment; so his increased earning would have enured to the benefit of 
his surviving widow. 

As to sick or disabled benefits, these figures should prove of interest. 
The Veterans’ Administration reports 7749 of World War I veterans 
have been accorded service connection; 106% » of World War II vet- 
erans have service-connected cases, and 3%» of Korean veterans have 
this connection, whereas, of the 440,000 Spanish-Phillipine veterans 
only 1,500 were accorded service connection, or less than one-half per- 
cent, or one-twentieth of the average of the other groups. Of course, 
no one would contend that there was such a disparity between the 
physical conditions of these groups when separated from the service. 
The Government simply did not keep many records in the 1898-1902 
period. 

There are also some interesting sidelights which have a bearing on 
this subject. The American Red Cross reports that it spent $273 mil- 








MISCELLANEOUS BILLS, SPANISH WAR PERIOD 639 


lion during World War I, $480 million in World War II, $104 million 
in the Korean war, making a total of $857 million. 

The YMCA expended in World War I $152 million; World War II, 
$48 million; Korean war, $5 million. Or a total of $205 million. 

The Salvation Army, the Catholic and the Jewish organizations 
spent large sums in the more recent wars. 

While the total of the foregoing cannot be accurately computed, it 
discloses that the veteran in the last 3 wars had the advantages of the 
funds mentioned, probably $2 billion. 

This committee is not primarily concerned in outside benefits; how- 
ever, it is pertinent to call their attention to State bonuses which have 
been paid or voted to date in the amount of $5 billion to $6 billion, 
which sums were paid to these veterans who served in the last 3 wars. 
Altogether, the later veterans did receive several billion dollars, serv- 
ices or bonuses. 

It might be asked why these figures are presented in support of a 
proposed increase of pensions for Spanish War widows. The answer 
is that if the Spanish-Philippine veteran had the advantages of these 
tremendous funds made available by his fellow citizens, the assets 
of his estate would have been enhanced by the substantial sums allotted 
to him. 

Then the widows of the veterans of the last three wars have earning 
capacity in varying degrees, and under more recently enacted law, 
many will qualify for social-security benefits, which will supplement 
their income or their resources. These laws were passed after the 
Spanish-Philippine widow could avail herself of this added means 
of income. 

As some of the younger Members of the Congress might not have 
had the foregoing information, it was thought that the presentation 
of this brief picture of Federal legislation and other benefits in behalf 
of veterans would prove both interesting and instructive. 

Again, it is emphasized that the foregoing is not a critical expo- 
sition of benefits made available to later veterans. 

Gentlemen of the committee, it would be comparable to the old 
saying “hauling coal to Newcastle” if I were to go into details con- 
cerning the high or increased cost of living, as this subject has been 
presented to you from almost every angle in the past few years, and 
then your own recent application of the subject to your own employ- 
ment tells you how difficult it will be for an aged person to exist, not 
live, on the sum suggested. 

Periodically economy for the veteran becomes current, and every 
loyal citizen agrees that all branches of our Government are subject 
to scrutiny, so one may surmise that the present cry against the vet- 
eran might be rather shrewd smokescreen for some of the groups. 

If a panorama picture of the numberless buildings we have erected 
or purchased abroad to be used to give away further billions of our 
money could be.made available to Mr. Citizen, he doubtless would 
be interested in an investigation not only of the funds wasted but 
an inquiry as to the longevity of these public leeches. But even in 
our country it would be lese majesty to disturb some of these sacred 
cows. 

Every citizen in our land has not only the privilege but the duty 
to point out inequalities in our public life. We firmly believe that 
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the individual Members of the Congress not only welcome to have 
such facts placed before them but will endeavor to equalize any major 
differences between or among the veteran groups. 

Our veterans in the last 4 wars, whose services brought brilliant 
victories to our arms, should always be considered on a basis equal 
to that accorded any other group in our Government. It should never 
be said that the civilian employee is to have priority over the veteran. 
We submit it is a perplexing problem which the Congress faces in 
this respect, but the courage and fairness of its Members will adjust 
and erase those inequalities. 

The increases in salary of Federal officials including the civil-service 
personnel was doubtless, I believe, wholly based upon the sole premise 
of the high or increased cost of living. Few will question the desir- 
ability of making the increases mentioned. 

The sponsors of this legislation were informed that it would be 
more logical if the hearing should be deferred until the budget made 
a report on this bill. Of course, that has not been made available to 
those interested in this subject matter until just this instant. We 
have not had the opportunity to analyze the reasons for, I assume, 
the objection or unfavorable report on the bill. And then, of course, 
we enter the field relating to the budget. Well, 1 don’t suppose any- 
one has ever made a survey on this subject, but doubtless the great 
majority of proposals made in the Congress in relation to the veterans 
have alw ays had the opposition of the budget. 

We know that human relationships enter frequently into considera- 
tions made by the budget, and there is public expression being sent 
throughout the press which would lead one to indicate that the reason 
that the budget is not balanced is because of the payments made to 
the veterans. 

Lut some recent disclosures made by a committee created by this 
Congress, I think, clearly sets forth and explains a great amount of 
extravagance which has prevailed throughout many of the executive 
branches of the Government all through the years, which must have 
been brought to the attention of the budget. I do not know that they 
have ever made any objection in that respect. But we mostly find 
that they are in opposition to proposals made on behalf of the 
veterans. 

I cannot think that the reasons they give can be persuasive upon 
the legislative branch of the Government because many of its Mem- 
bers have served here from 3 to 5 and up to 20 and 30 years, who surely 
are much better informed as to the fiscal and economic conditions of 
the country because of their long service as contrasted with the brief 
or rather limited service of some of those who make up the budget. 

In passing it might be said that the legislative, judicial, and defense 
branches acted with expedition when having their increases enacted 
before a jam of later legislation might intervene, and as war scares 
are intermittently coming in waves, we feel that prompt and favorable 
action should be had on this bill before some dilatory pleas may be 
mace. 

This is a rather homely picture that I now present, but it seems to 
me it is one that should be appealing at least. The increase proposed 
here is to increase the Spanish War widow from $54 to $75 per month, 
or about $20 or $21 per month. 
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As the increase proposed would amount to about $20 per month, 
or about 66 cents a day, it would mean the equivalent of 1 pound of 
butter or 1 dozen of eggs per day to the widow, whereas the increase of 
$10,000 per year to a judge already earning $15,000 translated into 
butter or eggs, would total about 40 pounds | of butter or 40 dozen of 
eggs per day. The increase in one instance would be material, while 
in the other no change in food habits would be made. The disparity 
between the 1 and the 40 is quite obvious. 

Likewise, our widows, whose ages average in the middle seventies, 
with only a few years of life expectancy, are vitally affected by the 
same commodity indexes, hence we feel that we are on sound ground 
when we present the application for an increase of their monthly 
allowance from $54.18 to $75 per month to partially cover the cost of 
food, clothing, lodging, medicine, hospitalization, almost daily re- 
quirements of this aged group. Based upon a comparison of the fac- 
tors hereinbefore set out, the Spanish-Philippine widow is entitled to 
the modest increase mentioned. 

In closing, gentlemen, I am reminded of the remarks made by 
Daniel Webster appearing as counsel for his alma mater in the Dart- 
mouth College case, with which the gentlemen are familiar, and he 
said, “Dartmouth is a small college, but I love her.” 

May I paraphase and say: “The Spanish War veterans are few in 
number, but I love them.” 

I thank you. 

Mr. Boykin. Commander, that was a wonderful statement and we 
have enjoyed it and we appreciate it and I know it is going to be a lot 
of help to us when we start to work on this bill. 

I would like to ask you or someone of this group that is going to 
testify some questions that have been suggested that. I ask, and if you 
cannot answer them maybe we have some body here who can. 

We are glad to see you back in the Capital of the United States. 

It is a real pleasure. 

Mr. Tuursron. Thank you. 

Mr. Boykin. This is question No. 1 here: Are there any income 
limitations applicable to Spanish War pensions such as apply to 
World War I and World War II and Korea ¢ 

Mr. Tuursron. No, sir; not so far as I am informed. 

Mr. Boykrn. Is there any provision for a higher pension for the 
widow who is a wife of a veteran doing service applicable to World 
War I or World War II? 

Mr. Tuurston. Of course, sir, I am not qualified to answer that. 

am not familiar with it. 

Mr. Boykin. I will ask some of the other witnesses. 

The rate of the pension for a Spanish War widow is $54.18 or $67.73. 
What is the comparable rate of World War I, World War II, and 
Korea? I think you have covered that in your statement already. 

Mr. Tuwurstron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Boykin. Is a pension paid to the Spanish War veterans for less 
than 90 days’ service, and, if so, what is the rate / 

Mr. Tuvrstron. One having served between 70 and 90 days receives 
a lesser sum, probably, I would say, about a fifth or about 20 percent 
less, I expect ; approximately that. 
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Mr. Boykin. Veterans of the Spanish-American War are entitled 
to outpatient medical and dental care for non-service-connected dis- 
abilities. Is this provision available to veterans of other wars? 

Mr. Tuvurston. No, sir. And, while it has been available in the 
language of the statute to the Sp: anish War veteran, at different times 
inadequ: ite funds have made it inoperative. 

Mr. Boykin. Yes, sir. 

Dr. Long has a bill in now on this dental business. He is a dentist, 
as you know. 

There is one more question, which I think you have covered, but I 
will see because I want to carry out my instructions. 

What is the rate of increase provided in the bills H. R. 2867 and 
4684% You have covered that in your statement, I think, sir. 

Mr. Tuurston. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Boykin. We thank you very much. It was a great statement 
and we have heard from a great man, and appreciate it very much. 

Are there any questions ? 

Mr. Asprnaut. Mr, Chairman, may I ask a question. 

Mr. Boykin. Surely. 

Mr. Asprnatv. Is the basis for your plea of an increase based upon 
increased cost of living, or is it based upon the apparent inequities 
between the benefits given to the recipients as of this time as compared 
with those who are recipients of other benefits of later wars? 

Mr. Trrursron. It could be both, sir. The reason I make the expo- 
sition in regard to allowances to subsequent veterans is to show that 
they had the advantage of the bonuses and other outside benefits which 
did not accrue to this group, and it could not be reflected in their 
estate when the veterans died. Correspondingly, their widows have 
less property to rely upon. 

Then, of course, it also goes to the current question of the cost of 
living. 

Mr. Asprnatu. As a new member of the committee, I would like to 
know, if you have the answer, when were the last amounts determined ? 
Have the benefits ever been increased from their original authoriza- 
tion, and if so, when ? 

Mr. Tuurston. The widows’ allowances ? 

Mr. Asprnauu. Yes. 

Mr. Tuurston. Yes, sir; they have been stepped up. They started 
out at $12 per month in 1918 and they have been stepped up until now 
it is $54.18 per month. 

Mr. Asprnatyi. Thank you. 

Mr. Boyxin. Thank you. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 

As the commander well knows, a lot of the responsibility of this 
thing falls on my shoulders, and we have a very definite problem in all 
our veterans’ groups as far as widows are concerned. Of course, the 
Spanish-American War widows and the World War I widows are 
entitled to a pension. The Spanish-American War veterans without 
income limitation, and the World War I widows with the income limi- 
tation. The World War II widows have no pension without a service 
connection or with a service connection, and the same thing applies 
to widows of Korean veterans. 
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What should be the philosophy of this committee and the Congress 


as far as widows as a whole group are concerned? Should we follow 


the philosophy of waiting a certain length of time before we pass 
bills for widows, or should we try to equalize the widows’ pension ? 
Or what should be the philosophy for this committee to follow? 

Certainly with your experience as a Member of Congress and na- 
tional commander of this organization, what you have ‘to s say would 
be very interesting to me. 

Mr. Trrurston. First, I would not want to make a statement that 
would be critical of the Congress, because they made pensions available 
to the Korean widow immediately upon the death of her husband. 

The Cuarrman. I did not under ‘stand that, Commander. 

Mr. Trurstron. I say, the service-connected Korean veteran who 
died, his widow obtains a pension immediately upon the day of his 
death. Sixteen years intervened before the Spanish War widow was 
entitled to a pension. 

The Cuatrman. Regardless of when or how her husband died. 

Mr. Tuursron. That is right. And I suppose that might be fol- 
lowed as a rule or as a precedent that some reasonable period should 
intervene before they are placed upon a pension basis. 

The Cuatrman. That was a mistake, though, was it not, Mr. Com- 
mander? They should never have waited those 16 years. 

Mr. Tuvrston. I just pointed out that the widow who received the 
amount upon the death of her husband had a great advantage over 
the one that was obliged to wait 16 years. 

The Cuammawn. But do you agree it was a mistake to wait that 16 
years. 

Mr. Tuurston. No, sir; I wouldn’t say it was a mistake. I just 

say that that was the philosophy of the Congress at that time. 

The Cuarman. If that happened I think it was a mistake. My 
information is that service-connected compensation was available as 
early as July 14, 1862, and I will insert later the VA regulation thereon. 

(The VA regulation was subsequently furnished, as follows :) 


Section 2501 or VA REGULATION 


2501. GENERAL LAW, APPLICATION AND ScOPE: SERVICE ACT, DEFINITION 

(A) General law: Application and scope.—For the purpose of laws authorizing 
the payment of death compensation, the term “General law” includes all those 
laws commencing with the act of July 14, 1862, relating to the payment of com- 
pensation based on death due to service and in line of duty, incurred since 
March 4, 1861, excepting World War I legislation and the veterans regulations 
issued pursuant to the act of March 20, 1933. The general law is presently effec- 
tive to include all service rendered prior to April 21, 1898, and in cases based on 
service in the War with Spain, Boxer Rebellion, or Philippine Insurrection, to 
include July 4, 1902. (May 6, 1952.) 

Mr. Tuurston. And I am not criticizing them for any lack of leg- 
islation. Only I think sometimes, and I know when I was here we 
cometimes enacted measures without looking back into the history of 
legislation on the same subject. I think that probably that has hap- 
pened in the veterans’ field. 

I believe that our Congress through the years has been sympa- 
thetic in its attitude tow ard the veteran, and I might s: ay that I cannot 
agree with the philosophy of those who say that “the Nation does not 
owe a veteran anything. The man, whether he volunteered or whether 
he was called into the service, who served on a very inadequate or low- 
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salary basis, has made a very distinct contribution in dollars to his 
Gov ernment, to say nothing of the impairment of his health or the 
phy sical disabilities that might have arisen because of that service. 

So when the veteran comes before this body seeking some beneficial 
aid, 1 don’t think it is to be placed on a gratuitous basis. I think 
there is an established debt which our Government owes the veteran 
who has served on the low-pay or salary basis for some considerable 
time. 

I do not believe that he comes here as a supplicant, but that he 
comes to present the situation fairly as he sees it. 

The Cuairman. I certainly agree with that philosophy 100 per- 
cent, but, of course, then you come to the amount of the debt, and that 
is where the difficulty comes in. 

Mr. Tuursron. I know it is quite perplexing. It is a very difficult 
problem that the Congress has. But, as I have said before, I think 
the Congress is a gre at court of equity between and among all these 
different entities and all the different branches and the thousands of 

ramifications that you have. You are trying to get facts and make a 
just application of the division of funds. 

The CHamman. Again, will you give me some good advice on what 
to do on this widow situation of all wars? 

Mr. Tuursron. I say, of course, one important factor is the age. 
The other, of course, has to do with the ability of the Government to 
raise the funds. As the widow advances in age, obviously her earn- 
ings diminish . I cannot state a rule in dollars, but as time intervenes 
I think the Government should be responsive to a reasonable expense 
for the cost of living of the widow. 

On another occasion I made some remarks before another subeom- 
mittee under your jurisdiction, Mr. Chairman, which entered the field 
as to whether the want or whether the material holdings of a veteran 
should be considered in regard to pension legislation. Of course, I 
think that is unfair and it is unwarranted. I believe if a veteran 
serves his country, whatever obligation arises, is to be measured solely 
on that service and not because he has been frugal and probably had 
a me savings on the side. 

The Cnamman. Mr. Commander, I would agree with that philos- 
ophy if we did not have a dollar limitation on what we can do. For 
example, as to hospitalization, why should we give veterans hospitali- 
zation just because he did not save his money? But when we consider 
21 million veterans and try to get hospit: alization for all of them, 
you and I know we cannot do it. So somewhere along the line we do 
have to put a limitation on it. For that reason I do not believe if you 
tried you could carry out your philosophy of not having some limi- 
tation. 

Of course, World War I widows are writing me daily saying that 
“You people in Congress have passed laws on the Spanish-American 
War veterans where there is no income limitation. Why don’t you 
do the same thing for us?” 

The World War IT people say, “You give the World War I veterans 
and the Spanish-American War widow benefits without service con- 
nection. Why don’t you do the same for us?” 

Mr. Tuvrsron. In partial reply to that, it could be pointed out, as 
to the other benefits that have been made available to these certain 
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groups which the Spanish War veterans or his widow never had or 
ean have. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, the Spanish-American War veterans 
have been one of the finest groups that we have ever had to work with, 
and you, having been in Congress, know that we cannot pass all the 
bills that come to this committee. We are very anxious to do the best 
possible for our servicemen and for our widows and orphans, and we 
appreciate your trying to help us figure out what is the best thing 
to do. 

Mr. Tuurstron. Thank you, sir. 

The CHarrMan,. Our next witness will be Mr. William J. Otgen, a 
former past commander and distinguished jurist. 

Mr. Boykin. I wonder if you would mind hearing from this Con- 
gressman. We always have them, as you know, first, and then we will 
be delighted to have him. 

At this time we would like to have Congressman Siler from Ken- 
tucky make his statement. 


STATEMENT OF HON. EUGENE SILER, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF KENTUCKY 


Mr. Siter. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I will 
just take this opportunity to speak very briefly about my House Joint 
Resolution 281, which is a resolution to extend the canopy of pension 
entitlement to the Moro veterans. 

I believe you have already had several other resolutions or bills 
introduced on the same subject, and you have also had testimony 
about the merits of this proposed legislation. 

It seems to me that this is an equalization proposition and, as the 
preceding witness indicated, Congress is an equity body, and equity 
means equalization. 

According to the information at hand, veterans of the Moro con- 
flict were active over a period of 11 years, and they were in 150 en- 
gagements. Out of that conflict came awards to 15 of those so en- 
gaged of the Congressional Medal of Honor. 

Down in my country in Kentucky we would say that “These men 
shore fit.” 

When you consider that there were 150 engagements and that the 
period of time was 11 years and that 15 of them were ( ‘ongressional 
Medal of Honor —— it is something that we should give serious 
consideration to. I do not know of any conflict, American conflict, 
in which more patriotism and valor was demonstrated than in this 
Moro conflict. 

You find at one place in the Scripture a statement “Except your 
righteousness exceeds the righteousness of the scribes and the Phari- 
sees, ye shall in no wise enter the Kingdom of Heaven”, leaving the 
implication that if your righteousness does exceed that of the scribes 
and Pharisees you shall enter the Kingdom of Heaven. 

It seems to me that the patriotism and valor of the Moro soldiers 
exceeded that of the soldiers of any other conflict that I can think of. 
They put on the whole armor of our country during those 11 years, 
and there is a matter of simple justice and equalization. 
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We, in my opinion, should extend the benefits of Public Law 269 
so that it might cover the veterans of the Moro conflict which extended 
from 1902 until 1914. 

It. was established at the 83d Congress, which was about 2 years ago, 
that at that time there were 500 of these veterans in the eae coun- 
try, and that there were 300 widows of such veterans, and the average 
age was 78, and that the cost of this legislation for the first year would 
amount to $798,000. If that is true, with the mortality rate being 
what it would be at that age of 78, it seems to me at the present time 
you could not count on more than possibly 400 of these veterans being 
in existence, and you could count on the cost of it being substantially 
less than $798,000 for the first year. 

There is a very high death rate among those veterans. So, in sim- 
ple justice and equity, it seems to me that this legislation is justified by 
our present Congress. 

I thank you so much for this opportunity. 

Mr. Boykin. Thank you, Congressman Siler, for this great state- 
ment, and we appreciate your coming over. 

Mr. Siter. Mr. Chairman, I will submit my statement for the 
record. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT OF HON. EUGENE SILER, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE 
STATE OF KENTUCKY 


Mr. Chairman and my committee colleagues, it was my pleasure to introduce 
House Joint Resolution 281, to extend the Spanish-American War Service Pen 

sion Act to the few remaining old veterans who served in the Moro Province and 
in the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, and prior to 1914. Several 
of these veterans live in my district. 

While I do not profess to know as much about this legislation as the older 
members of our committee, I observe that the proposition has been the subject of 
intense exploration. In the 83d Congress the committee found that not more 
than 500 of these veterans were then living; that the average age was then 78 
years; that the first year cost would not exceed $798,000 and that the death rate 
for this age group is very rapid. 

Actually, clearly, simply, these men fought a continuation of the Philippine 
Insurrection; and during more than 11 years of combat they took part in about 
150 engagements. There were more casualties during that time than for the en- 
tire period of the Spanish-American War. I note, too, that 15 of these men were 
awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor. 

While the Presidential Proclamation of July 4, 1902, proclaimed the end of 
the Philippine Insurrection in all parts of the Philippines except in the country 
inhabited by the Moro tribes, the hostilities actually continued in the islands of 
Leyte and Samar as well as in the Moro Province for many vears. It is unfortu- 
nate, therefore, that the veterans of the later hostilities have been denied pension 
and other veteran benefits; but surely it is not too late to correct—in part at 
least—the President's miscalculation. This is the only case, so far as I know, 
in our history where a war is held to have ended 11 years before 150 engagements 
were fought. 

It has been argued with considerable force that enactment of such legislation 
might serve to create an undesirable precedent by opening the door to others who 
were engaged in other and wholly unrelated “peacetime police actions.” It ap- 
pears to me, however, that such contentions have no bearing on this issue. Here, 
we are dealing with a specific war—or insurrection. We are seeking to overcome 
the effects of a premature ending date, and the unrelating campaigns, expeditions, 
occupations, etc., should stand or fall upon their own merits. 

Some have claimed that service pensions should not be paid for any service in 
the absence of a declaration of war; however, from our beginning as a Nation, 
the Congress has readily recognized irreenlar hostilities as periods of war. The 

veterans of all Indian hostilities between 1817 and 1898 have been pensioned 
whether or not the service was during a formally declared war: the veterans 
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of the “peacetime” Boxer Rebellion were likewise pensioned ; and as late as 1951, 
the Congress unanimously—and wisely—adopted a joint resolution extending 
war veteran benefits to the veterans of the “peacetime police action” in Korea, 
and later all World War II veteran benefits were extended to that worthy group. 

Clearly, therefore, the adoption of my resolution could not create a precedent. 
Indeed such an enactment would have the reverse effect because it would be in 
keeping with the long established general policy of the Congress. My resolution 
seeks to remove an inequity of 34 years existence. I hope, therefore, that this 
proposition will be enacted into law by this Congress. 


The Counset. Mr. Chairman, I think at this point it will be well to 
insert some comparative material on pensions and other benefits for 
veterans and widows. 

Mr. Boyxry. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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Subject........ 


Statute......... 


Rates: 
Widow only. 


Widow with 
children, 


Children’s rate 


Acts of July 27. 1892; Mar. 4, 1917; 
Mar. 3, 1927; Public Law 245, 
78th Cong., Mar. 3, 1944; Public 
Law 280, 78th Cong., Apr. 1, 
1944; Public Law 398, 80th 
Conz., Jan. 19, 1948; Public Law 
356, 824 Cong., Mav 23, 1952; 
Public Law 698, 83d Cong., Aug. 
28, 1954, 


Widow under age 70, no 
child 

(Mar. 3, 1927; 38 U. S. C, 
381a; Public Law 398, 80th 
Cong., Jan. 19, 1948; Public Law 
356, 82d Cong., May 23, 1952.) 
70 or over $54. 18 
Wife during service 7.73 

Widow, 1 child, widow's 
rate plus $8.13......_._. $48. 77; 
$62. 31; $75. 86 
Each additional child_.... $8.13 
(Mar. 3, 1927, 28 U. 8S. C. 
38le; Public Law 245, 78th 
Cong., Mar. 3, 1944; Public 
Law 398, 80th Cong., Jan. 19, 
1948: Public Law 356. 82d Conc., 
Mav 23, 1952; Public Law 698, 

83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954.) 


Children not entitled prior to 
Mar. 3, 1927. 

No widow, 1 child 

Each additional child 

(Mar. 3, 1927, 38 U. &. C, 

381a; Public Law 398, 80th 
Cong., Jan. 19, 1948; Public 
Law 356, 82d Cone., May 23, 
1952; Public Law 698, 83d Cong., 
Aug. 28, 1954.) 


Acts of July 27, 1892; Mar. 4, 1917; 


Mar. 3, 1927; Pubiic Law 245, 
78th Cong., Mar. 3, 1944; Public 
— 280, 78th Cong., Apr. 1, 


Veteran’sservice. |30 days or more in Indian war or 


campaign or in connection with 
or in zone of active Indian hos- 
tilities; during entire period of 
campaign even though less 30 
days; less 30 days if named in 


nmeaanalsetian af ft anmeeenece 8 


Acts of May 1, 1920; Jul 


Civil War 


Acts of May 1, 1920, July 3, 192h, 
June 9, 1930; Public Law 280, 
78th Cong., Apr. 1, 1944; Public 
Law 471, 78th Cong., Dec. 8, 
1944; Public Law 270, 80th 
Cong., July 30, 1947; Public Law 
356, 82d Coneg., May 23, 1952; 
Public Law 698, 83d Cong., Aug. 
28, 1954. 


Widow, no child: 
Under age 70 . 
Age 70 or over $54. 18 
Wile during service... $67.73 


Widow, 1 child, widow's 
rate plus $8.13 $4 


Each additional child..... $8.13 
(May 1, 1920, July 3, 1926; 
June 9, 1930, 38 U. 8. é. 288, 
291, 291b; Public Law 270, 80th 
Cong., July 30, 1947; Public 
Law 356. 82d Cong., May 23, 
1952; Public Law 608, 83d Cong., 
Aug. 28, 1954.) 


No widow, 1 child 
Each additional child 
(May 1, 1920, 38 U, 8. C. 288; 

Public Law 270, 80th Cong., 
July 30, 1947; Public Law 358, 
82d Cong., May 23, 1952; Public 
Law 698, 83d Cong., Aug. 28, 
1954.) 


3, 1926; 
June 9, 1930; Public w 280, 
78th Cong., Apr. 1, 1944; Public 
<_ 471, 78th Cong., Dec. 8, 
1 


90 days or more, honorable dis- 


charge from all contracts of en- 
listment* less 90 days if dis- 
charged surgeon’s certificate of 
disability; or on rolls as Civil 
War veteran under then existing 


War with Spa! 


Philippine Insur- 
rection, and 


xer Rebe!!ion 


Service pension laws in effect Mar. 19, 
1933, reenacted by Public Law 269, 
74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, as modi- 
fied or amended; Public Law 144, 
78th Cong., July 13, 1943; | Publie 
Law 242, 78th Cong., Mar. 1, 1944; 
Public Law 280, 78th Cong., Apr. 1, 
1944; Public Law 611, 79t!) Cong., 
Aug. 7, 1946; Public Law 270, 80th 
Cong., July 30, 1947; Public Law 356, 
82d Cong., May 23, 1942; Public Law 
698, 83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954. 


Widow, 1 child, widow’s rate 
plus $8.13 $62. 31; . 

Each additional child -- $8.13 

(May 1, 1926, Public Law 269, 

74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, Public 
Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 1943, 
38 U. 8. C. 364a, 368, 727; Public 
Law 242, 78th Cong., Mar. 1, 1944; 
Public Law 611, 79th Cong., Aug. 7, 
1946; Public Law 270, 80th Cong. 
July 30, 1947; Publie Law 356, 82d 
Cong., May 23, 1952; Public Law 
698, 83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954.) 


1 child (age 16 or over) 

2 children (age 16 or over)___- 

3 children (age 16 or over) 

Each advitional child (age 16 or 
over) ., $7.56 

(Ma , 1926; Public Law 269, 

74th Cong., Ang. 13, 1935; sec. 1, 
Publie Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 
1943; 38 U. S. ©. 364a, 368. 504, 727: 
Public Law 611, 79th Cong., Aung. 7, 
1946; Public Law 270, 80th Cong., 
July 30, 1947; Publie Law 356. 82d 
Cong., May 23, 1952; Public Law 
698, 83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954.) 


Service pension laws in effect Mar. 19, 
1933, reenacted by Public Law 269, 
74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, as modi- 
fied or amended. 


90 days or more service, or was dis- 
charged for disability incurred in 
service in line of duty, discharged 
under conditions other than dis- 
honorable; 3 Apr, 21, 1898, to July 4, 
1902, if service in Moro Province to 


Vestas 22 te6ee0 


Publie Law 484, 734 Cong., June 
28, 1934, as amended by Public 
Law 483, 78th Cong., . 14, 
1944; Public Law 144, 78th 

3, 1943;? Public 

ong., May 23, 

1952, Public Law 357, 824 Cong., 

May 23, 1952; Public Law 698, 
83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954. 


Widow, no child 


Widow, 1 child 
Each additional child 
(Public Law 483, 78th Cong., 

Dec. 14, 1944; secs. 1, 11, Public 
Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 
1943; 38-U. 8. C. 727; Public 
Law 356, 82d Cong., May 23, 
1952; Public Law 357, 82d 
Cong., May 23, 1952; Public 
as 83d Cong., Aug. 28, 
1954. 


No wido.w— 


3 children $54. 60 
Each additional child... $7. 56 

(Public Law 483, 78th Cong., 
Dec. 14, 1944; secs. 1, 11, Public 
Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 
1943; 38 U. 8, C. 727; Public 
Law 356, 82d Cong., May 23, 
1952; Publie Law 357, 82d Cone., 
May 23, 1952; Public Law 698, 
83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954.) 


Public Law 484, 73d Cong., June 
28, 1934, as amended. 


Service between Apr. 6, 1917, and 
Nov. 11, 1918, or Apr. 1, 1920, if 
in Russia, or in reenlistment on 
or after Nov, 12, 1918, and before 
July 2, 1921, if there was prior 
service between Apr. 6, 1917, 


i A iaieen~ le arte 


PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND CHILDREN FOR NON-SERVICE-CONNECTED DEATH 


World War II 


Public Law 484, 73d Cong., 
June 28, 1934, as amended 
by Public Law 312, 78th 
Cong., May 27, 1944; Public 
Law 483, 78th Cong., Dec. 
14, 1944; Public Law 144, 
78th Cong., July 13, 1943; 
Proclamation No. 2714, Dec. 
31, 1946; Public Law 356, 82d 
Cong., May 23, 1952, Public 
Law 357, 82d Cong., Ma 
23, 1952; Public Law 
83d Cong., Aug. 28, 1954. 


Same as World War I 


Same as World War I 


Same as World War I 


Public Law 484, 73d Cong., 
June 28, 1934, as amended 
by Public Law 312, 78th 
Cong., May 27, 1944; Pub- 
lic w 483, 78th Cong., 
Dee. 14, 1944. 


Service on or after Dec.7, 1941, 
and prior to noon, Dec. 31, 
1946, where veteran at time 
of death not due to such 
service was receiving or en- 
titled to _ receive pension, 


Korean conflict 


Public Law 28, 824 Cong., May 
ll, 1951. 


Same as World War IL. 


Same as World War IL. 


Same as World War IL. 


Public Law 28, 82d Cong., 
May 11, 1961. 


Same as World War II. 

Service on or after June 27, 
1950, and prior to such date 
as shall thereafter be deter- 
mined by Presidential proc- 
lamation or concurrent res- 








78th Cong., Mar. 3, 1944; Public 
Law 280, 78th Cong., Apr. 1, 
1944, 


Veteran’sservice. |30 days or more in Indian war or 


campaign or in connection with 
or in zone of active Indian hos- 
monet during — poms 2 
campaign even thoug 
days; less 30 days if named in 
resolution of Congress.* 

Guly 27, 1892, Mar. 4, 1917, 
Mar. 3, 1927, Public Law 245, 
78th" Cong., Mar. 3, 1944, 38 
U. 8. C. 371, 375, 381.) 








amet Prior to Mar. 4, 1917. Continuous 


cobabitation from date of mar- 


veteran after Mar. 3 ee age 60 
Cor mae” rt aig his 
or more years 
death, lived with him con- 
tinuously from date of marriage 
to date of death except where 
there was separation due to mis- 
conduct of or procured by 
veteran without fault of widow. 
sont 3, ~~. = a 
‘ong., Mar. 1944; 

U. 8. C. 381a, 381e.) 


78th Cong., Apr. 1, 1944; Public 
—_ 471, I8th Cong., Dec. 8, 
1 


90 days or more, honorable dis- 
charge from all contracts of en- 
listment? less 90 days if dis- 
charged surgeon’s certificate of 
disability; or on rolls as Civil 
War veteran under then existing 

nsion laws. 

(May I, 1920, Te 3, 1926, py 
June 9, 1930; . 8. C 
291, 291b.) 


Prior to June 27, 1905. Continuous 
cohabitation from date of mar- 
riage to death. Dependent 
unremarried widow, married to 
veteran subsequent to June 26, 
1905, age 60 years or over, if mar- 
ried to veteran 10 or more years 
prior to his death, lived with him 
continuously from date of mar- 
Triage to date of death except 
where there was separation due 
to misconduct of or procured by 
veteran without fault of widow, 

(May 1, 1920, ‘public 3, 1926, and 
June 9, a i Law * 
7sth Con 8, 1944, 38 

U.8.0. 258. ons 291b.) 


oO Gate vu 


there was separation due to mis- 


conduct of or by 
weteran withont fanlt of widow , 


where there was separation due 
to misconduct of or procured by 
veteran without fault of widow. 


74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, as modi- 
fied or amended. 


90 days or more service, or was dis- 


charged for disability incurred in 
service in line of duty, discharged 
under conditions other than dis- 
honorable; * Apr, 21, 1898, to July é 
1902, s service in Moro Province to 


say 1903. 

on’ active service which 
commenced prior to and extended 
into the period or which commenced 
within the period. 

(Ma a 1926; Public Law 269, 
74th Aug. 13, 1935; sec, 1, 
Public eS 144, 78th Cong. July 
13, 1943; Public Law 108, 82d Cong., 
Aug. 4, 1951; 38 U. S. C, 364a, 368, 
370g, 727.) 


Prior to Jan. 1, 1938. No pension or 


increase of pension hereafter allowed 
unless there was continuous 
cohabitation from date of marriage 
to date of veteran’s death except 
where there was a separation due to 
misconduct of or pro y 
veteran without fault of widow. 
Dependent unremarried widow, 
— to veteran subsequent to 

Dec. 31, 1987, age 60 years or over, if 
married to veteran 10 or more years 
prior to his death, lived with him 
continously from date of marriage to 
date of death except where there was 
& separation due to misconduct of or 
procured by veteran without fault of 


widow. 
1, 1926: Public Law 269, 
» Aug. 13, 1935; sec. 1, 
aah eine ee 
Ww t “9 
Mar. 1, 1944; 38 U. 8. C, 


364a, 368, 
364h, 727; Public Tes 762, 80th 


py Cone Fue 24, 24, 1948.) 


ee et Pewee seeeennn- 






Cate between Apr. 6, 1917, and 
Vv, 11, 1918, or Apr. 1, 1920, if 
in oR or in reenlistment on 
or after Nov. 12, 1918, and before 
July 2, 1921, if ee was prior 
service between A 6, 1917, 
and Nov, 11, 1918, w’ veteran 
having such service 


under conditions other than dis- 
honorable 3 after 90 days’ service 
or more, or for disability in- 
curred in service in line of duty 
or at time of death was receiving 
or entitled to receive compensa- 
tion, pension, or retirement pay 
for service-connected disability. 
(Public Law 483, 78th Cong., 
a 14, 1944, sec, 1, Public Law 
Tath Cane July 13, 1943; 


Prior to Dec. 14, 1944, or 10 or more 
years to the person who served; 
eaten fn eyes from 
rom da’ marriage to date - 
veteran’s death reqnired exce 
where separation due to m 
conduct of or by vet- 
eran without fault of widow. 

(See. 1, Public Law 144, 78th 
cae J non 13, 1943; Public Law 
neas~ Dec. 14, 1944; 

38 sU8 505a, 727.) 


No payment if income exceeds 
$1,400, if single, or $2,700, if mar- 
ried, or if person has minor chil- 
dren. In determining annual 
income, benefits from following 
sources are not considered: (1) 
Any payments by the U. 8. 

Government because of disabil- 
ity or death under laws admin- 
istered by the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration, (2) mustering-out pay, 
(3) 6 months’ death gratuity, 
(4) money paid a rest, con vales- 
cent, or other similar type home 
or to the claimant to cover the 
cost of his maintenance in such 
home which is not remuneration 
for Services, &, annuities | re- 


roteod4 a 


i 4 > wOoMibes Sib ide & 
Dee. 31, 1937, age 60 years or over, if 
married to veteran 10 or More years 
prior to his death, lived with him 


Dy FUDIC LAW sid, (O60 
Cong., May 27, 1944; Pub- 
lic iw 483, 78th Cong., 
Dee. 14, 1944. 


Service on or after Dec.7, 1941, 


and prior to noon, Dee. 31, 
1946, where veteran at time 
of death not due to such 
service was receiving or en- 
titled to receive pension, 
compensation, or retirement 
pay or disability incurred in 
such service in line of duty, 
or where veteran having 
served 90 days or more dur- 
ing such war and dis- 
charged under conditions 
other than dishonorable * or 
having served less than 90 
days was discharged for dis- 
ability incurred in service 
in line of duty and at time of 
death not due tosuch service 
had a disability due to serv- 
ice for which compensation 
would be meee if 10 per- 
cent or more in degree. 
(Public — Ba 78th 
Cong., Dec. 14 ; Secs. 1, 
























9 (a), Public eo 144, 78th 
Cong. «, July 13, 1943; 38 
U. 8. C. 727; Proclamation 


No. 2714, Dee. 31, 1946.) 


Married to veteran prior to 


4x3, 


Jan. 1, 1957, continuous 
cohabitation from date of 
marriage to date of veteran’s 
death required except where 
separation due to mis- 
conduct of, or procured by 
veteran without fault of 
widow. 

(Sees. 1,6, Public Law 144, 
78th Cong. July 13, 1943; 
sec. 4, Pubiie Law 312, 78th 

peeks » May 27, 1944; sec. 6, 

ic Law 483, 78th Cong., 
Dee. 14, 1944; 38 U.8.C. 721, 
735, ch. 12, Veterans Re 
lations: Proclamation °. 


78th Cong., Dec. 14, 1944; 
. 8. C. 505a, 727.) 





Same as World War II. 

Service on or after June 27, 
1950, and prior to such date 
as shall thereafter be deter- 
mined by Presidential proc- 
lamation or concurrent res- 
olution of the Congress, 
where veteran at time of 
death not due to such service 
was receiving or entitled to 
receive pension, compensa- 
tion, or retirement pay for 


disability incurred in such 
service line of duty, or 
where veteran having 


served 90 days or more dur- 
ing such period and dis- 
charged under conditions 
other than dishonorable® 
or having served less than 
90 ore was discharged for 
disability incurred in service 
in line of duty and at time 
of death not due to such 
service had a disability due 
to service for which compen- 
sation would be eo if 10 
t or more in degree. 
(Public Law 483, 78th 
Cong., Dec. 14, 1944; secs. 1, 
9 (a), Public Law 144, 7eth 
Cong., rz) 13, po 38 U.S 
C. 727; Pu blic Law 2, 82d 
Cong., May 11, 1951.) 
Married to veteran prior to 10 
= subsequent to such 
‘uture date as may be deter- 
mined by Presidential proc- 
lamation or concurrent 
resolution of the Congress. 
(Veterans’ Administration 
Regulation 2515.1 (A).) 


Same as World War II, 


78th Cong., July 13, 1943; 
sec. 4, Public Law 312, 78th 
Cong., May 27, 1944: sec. 6, 





( Veterans’ Administration 
Regulation 2515.1 (A). 


istration, (2) mustering-out pay, 
8 6 months’ death gratuity 
4) money paid a rest. Guvele. 
cunt, or other similar type home 
to the aanens & to cover the 
pa of his maintenance in such 
home which is not remuneration 





Income restric- 
tions. 


Remarried wid- 
ows. 


there was separation due to mis- 
conduct of or procured by 
veteran without fault of widow. 

(Mar. 3, 1927; Public Law 245, 
78th Cong., Mar. 3, 1944; 38 
U. 8. C. 381a, 38le.) 


DD escciinnaveduguhtueetedeembetl None 


Pension payable to widow re- 
married once or more than 
once if subsequent or successive 
marriage dissolved by death or 
divorce without fault of wife. 
Remarried widow not entitled 
to pension or increase of pension 
under Public Law 245, 78th 
Cong., Mar. 3, 1944; 38 U. 8. C 
38le. 


If pension has been granted child 
under age 16, or helpless child, 
same may not be resumed to 
widow until pension to child 
terminates unless child is mem- 
ber of her family and cared for 
by her. Difference between 
amount payable to child and 
amount authorized for widow 
— paid to widow. 

ar. 3, 1927, , Public Law 245, 


7O+kh ety ® ~+wo44 


where there was separation due 
to misconduct of or procured by 
veteran without fault of widow. 
(May 1, 1920, July 3, 1926, and 
June 9, 1930: Public Law — 
78th Soe Dee. 8 1944, 38 
U. 8. C. 288, 291, 291b.) 


Remarried widow (married to 
veteran prior to June 27, 1905) 
restored to roll upon termina- 
tion of marriage by death, or 
divorce on any ground except 
adultery of wife. Pension not 
payable to widow (married to 
veteran after June 27, 1905, and 
for 10 or more years) who has 
remarried either once or more 
than once since death of veteran 
and upon remarriage of such 
widow her pension terminates. 

(June 9, 1930, 38U. S. C. 291b; 
Public Law 471, 78th Cong., 
Dec. 8, 1944.) 


If nsion has been granted to 


child under age 16 or helpless 
child, same may not be resumed 
to widow until pension to child 
terminates unless child is mem- 
ber of her family and cared for 
by her. Difference between 
amount payable to child and 
amount authorized for widow 
may be paid to widow. 

(Sept. 8, 1916, 38 U. S. C. 285; 


Ldto«c« 1 %1097% 890 TT 2G Ct occa 


for Services, &, annuities re- 


Dee 31, 1987, age 60 years or over, if 

arried to veteran 10 or More years 
polar to his death, lived with him 
continously from date of Merriage to 
date of death except where | here was 
a separation due to miscoD« uct of or 
procured by veteran without fault of 


widow. 

(May 1, 1926: Public Law 269, 
74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1985; sec. 1, 
Public Law 144, 78th , July 13, 


Mar. 1, 1944; 38 U. 8. C. 264a, 
364h, 727; Public Law 762, 80th 
Cong., June 24, 1948.) 


1943; Public Law 242, 78th Cong. 
368, 


Sr nha oe nook cece 


Remarried widow (married to veteran 
prior to Jan. 1, 1938) restored to roll 
upon termination of marriage by 
death or divorce on any ground ex- 
cept adultery on part of wife. Pen- 
sion not payable to widow (married 
to veteran after Dec. 31, 1937, and 
for 10 or more years) who has remar- 
ried either once or more than once 
since the death of the veteran, and 
upon remarriage of such widow her 
pension terminates. 


(May 1, 1926, 38 U. S. C. 364a, 
Public Law 762, 80th Cong., June 
24, 1948.) 

If pension a to child under 16, or 
Cclplens. same may not be resumed 
to widow until pension to child ter- 
minates unless child is member of 
her family and cared for by her. 

(May 1, 1926, Public Law 269, 74th 
Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, Public Law 
242, 78th Cong., Mar. 1, 1944, 38 
J. 8. C. 364a, 368.) 


th Cong., Dec. 14, 1944; 
. C. 505a, 727.) 


BE 
aif 


No payment if income exceeds 
$1,400, if single, or $2,700, if mar- 
ried, or if person has minor chil- 
dren. In determining annual 
income, benefits from following 
sources are not considered: (1) 
Any payments by the U. 8. 
Government because of disabil- 
ity or death under laws admin- 
istered by the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration, (2) mustering-out pay, 
(3) 6 months’ death gratuity, 
(4) money paid a rest, con vales- 
cent, or other similar type home 
or to the claimant to cover the 
cost of his maintenance in such 
home which is not remuneration 
for services, (5) annuities re- 
ceived under the Uniformed 
Services Contingency Option 
Act of 1953. Where payment to 
widow disallowed or discon- 
tinued due to income limitation 
payment to child of decea: 
veteran made as though there 
is no widow. 

(Veterans’ Administration 
Regulation 1228 (B); 38 U.S.C. 
472b-1, 508c; sec. 403, Public 
Law 844, 74th Cong., June 29, 
1936; sec. 10, Public Law 667, 
7ith Cong., July 11, 1942; sec. 11, 
Public Law 144, 78th Cong., 
July 13, 1943; Publie Law 357, 
82d Cong. «+ May 23, 1952.) 

Pension may ‘not be allowed a 
widow who has remarried either 
e or rove a once — 
where pens 1 is- 
continued by tenon of tear 
riage, it may not thereafter be 
recommenced. 

(Publie Law 514, 75th Cong., 
May 13, 1938; Public Law 483, 
78th Cong., ‘Dec. 14, 1944; 38 
U. 8. C. 505a.) 


78th Cong., July 13, 1943; 
sec. 4, Public Law 312, 78th 
Cong., May 27, 1944; sec. 6, 
Public Law 483, 78th Cong., 
Dec. 14, 1944; 38 U. 8. C. 727, 
735, ch. 12, Veterans Regu- 
lations: Proclamation No. 


ulation 2515 (A).) 


Same as World War I... 


Same as World War 1......... 


(Veterans’ Administration 
Regulation 2515.1 (A). 


Same as World War II, 


Same as World War IL 














































































































































































































































































































































































































Misconduct of 


widows. 


Eligibility of 


children, 


Apportionment. 


1 Under see. 1, Public Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 1943 (38 U. 8. C. 727), the administrative, definitive, and recu- 
latory provisions of Public Law 2, 73d Cong., Mar. 20, 1933, and Veterans Regulations as now or hereafter amended 
made applicable to benefits provided by service pension laws reenacted by Public Law 269, 74th Cong., Aug. 13, 
Where solely as result of definition of term “child” contained in var. VI, Veterans Regula- 
tions No. 10 series, as amended by sec. 7, Public Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 1943, the child of a deceased veteran, 
Spanish-American War, Philippine Insurrection, or Boxer Rebellion entitled to benefits under service pension acts 
reenacted by Public Law 269, 74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, service pension at rates provided in Public Law 484, 73d 


1935, (38 U. 8. C. 368). 


same may not be resumed to 
widow until pension to child 
terminates unless child is mem- 
ber of her family and cared for 
by her. Difference between 
amount payable to child and 
amount authorized for widow 
-_ be paid to widow. 

(Mar. 3, 1927, Public Law 245, 
78th Cong., Mar. 3, 1944, 38 
U. S. C. 381a, 381e.) 


The open and notorious adulter- 
ous cohabitation of a widow op- 
erates to terminate her pension 
from the commencement of such 
cohabitation. 

(Aug. 7, 1882, 38 U. S. C. 199.) 


Must be legitimate child of vet- 
eran, under age 16. Children 
born before marriage of their 
parents, if acknowledged by 
father before or after marriage, 
deemed legitimate. Pension 
payable to child 16 years or over 
if child was insane, idiotic, or 
otherwise physically or men- 
tally helpless at age 16 and help- 
less condition exists at date of 
filing claim. Pension continucs 
while helpless during life of 
child but discontinued on mar- 
riage of helpless child (Public 
Law 280, 78th Cong., Apr 1, 
1944). 

(Rev. Stat. 4704, 38 U. 8. C. 
37, 202; Veterans’ Administra- 
a Regulations 2504 (C), 2502 
(B).) 


As prescribed by Administrator, 
where child or children not in 


custody of widow. 


(Sec. 3, Public Law 866, 76th 
Cong., Oct. 17, 1940; 38 U. 8. C. 


49a.) 


child, same may not be resumed 
to widow until pension to child 
terminates unless child is mem- 
ber of her family and cared for 
by her. Difference between 
amount payable to child and 
amount authorized for widow 
may be paid to widow. 

(Sept. 8, 1916, 38 U. S. C. 285; 
May 1, 1920, 38 U. S. C. 288, 
Public Law 471, 78th Cong., 
Dec. 8, 1944.) 

The open and notorious adulter- 
ous cohabitation of a widow op- 
erates to terminate her pension 
from the commencement of such 
cohabitation. 

(Aug. 7, 1882, 38 U. S. C. 199.) 


Must be legitimate child of vet- 
eran, under age 16, Children 
born before marriage of their 
parents, if acknowledged by 
father before or after marriage, 
deemed legitimate. Pension 
payable to child 16 years or over 
if child was insane, idiotic, or 
otherwise physically or men- 
tally helpless at age 16 and he!p- 
less condition exists at date of 
filing claim. Pension continues 
while helpless during life of 
child but discontinued on mar- 
riage of helpless child (Public 
Law 280, 78th Cong., Apr. 1, 
1944). 

(Rev. Stat. 4704, 38 U. S. C, 
37, 202; Veterans’ Administra- 
tion Regulations 2506 (C), 2502 
(B).) 


As prescribed by Administrator, 
where child or children not in 


custody of widow. 


(Sec. 3, Public Law 866, 76th 
Cong., Oct. 17, 1940; 38 U. 8. C. 


49a.) 


Cong., June 28, 1934, as now or hereafter amended, payable. 


2 Under sec. 1, Public Law 144, 78th Cong., July 13, 1943, the administrative, definitive, and regulatory provision 


eee Ow ee Fea 8 Ne ee ew 


to widow until pension to child ter- 
minates unless child is member of 
her family and cared for by her. 

(May 1, 1926, Public Law 269, 74th 
Cong., Aug. 13, 1935, Public Law 
242, 78th Cong., Mar. 1, 1944, 38 
U. 8S. C. 364a, 368.) 


The open and notorious adulterous 


cohabitation of a widow operates to 
terminate her pension from the com- 
mencement of such cohabitation. 

(Aug. 7, 1882, Public Law 269, 
74th Cong., Aug. 13, 1935; 38 U. 8. C. 
199, 368.) 


Legitimate child of veteran, under age 


16. Children born before marriage 
of their parents, if acknowledged by 
father before or after marriage, 
deemed legitimate. Pension pay- 
able to child 16 years or over if child 
was insane, idiotic, or otherwise 
physically or mentally helpless at 
age 16 and helpless condition exists 
at date of filing claim. Pension 
continues while helpless during life 
of child but discontinued on mar- 
riage of helpless child (Public Law 
280, 78th Cong., Apr. 1, 1944). 

(Rev. Stat. 4704, 38 U. S, C, 37, 
202; Veterans’ Administration Regu- 
lations 2512 (C), 2502 (B).) 

From July 13, 1943, pension payable 
toa person unmarried and under age 
18, unless prior to age 18 such person 
has become permanently incapable 
of selfsupport by reason of mental 
or physical defect; or if over 18, while 
pursuing a course of instruction in 
an approved educational institution, 
but not beyond age 2!. Includes 
legitimate child; child legally 
adopted; stepchild, if member of 
man’s household; illegitimate child, 
as to father only, if acknowledged 
by father in writing or if he has been 
judicially ordered or decreed to 
contribute to child’s support or has 
been, prior to his death, judicially 
decreed to be the father of the child, 
or i’ he is otherwise shown by evi- 
dence satisfactory to tle Adminis- 
trator of Veterans’ Affairs to be the 
putative father of the child, 

(Sees. 1, 7, Public Law 144, 78th 
Conz., July 13, 1943; 38 U. 8. C, 727, 
ch. 12, Veterans Regulations.) 

As prescribed by Administrator, 
where child or children not in cus- 
tody of widow. 

(Sec. 3, Public Law 866, 76th Cong. 
Oct. 17, 1940; 38 U. S. U. 49a.) 


ICO PRT lenids Swicdcdenecniie 


Pension payable to a person un- 
married and under age 18, unless 
| ne to age 18, such person has 

come permanently incapable 
of self-support by reason of 
mental or physical defect; or if 
over 18, while pursuing a course 
of instruction in an approved 
educational! institution, but not 
beyond age 21. Includes legiti- 
mate child; child legally 
adopted; stepchild, if member 
of man’s household; illegitimate 
child, as to father only, if ac- 
knowledged by father in writing 
or if he has been judicially 
ordered or decreed to contribute 
to child’s support or has been, 
prior to his death, judicially de- 
creed to be the father of the 
child, or if he is otherwise shown 
by evidence satisfactory to the 
Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs to be the putative father 
of the child, 

(Secs. 1, 7, Public Law 144, 
78th Cong., July 13, 1943; 38 
U. 8. C, 727, ch. 12, Veterans 
Regulations.) 


As prescribed by Administrator, 
where child or children not in 
custody of widow. 

(Sec. 3, Public Law 866, 76th 
Cong., Oct. 17, 1940; 38 U. 8. C. 
49a.) 


Same as World War I_.......-. Same as World War IL 
Same as World War I......... Same as World War IL 
Same as World War I........ Same as World War IL. 


{ Public Law 2, 73d Cong., Mar. 20, 1933, and Veterans Regulations as now or hereafter amended made applicable 
to benefits provided by Public Law 484, 73d Cong., June 23, 1934, as amended. 

? With certain exceptions, discharge or dismissal of any person by reason of sentence of general court martial froma 
military or naval forces, or discharge on ground he was a conscientious objector who refused to perform military 
duty or refused to wear uniform or otherwise to comply with lawful orders of competent military authority, or as 
. deserter, or of an officer by acceptance of his resignation for the good of the service bars all rights of such person 
based upon period of service from which he is so discharged or dismissed under any laws administered by the Vet- 


rans’ Administration. This provision is not applicable to war risk, (jovernment (converted) or national service 





fe insurance policies. (Sec, 300, Public Law 346, 78th Cong., June 22, 1944; 38 U. 8. C. 697.) 
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Currently on VA rolls 


athe in | Wounded | (as of Feb. 28, 1955) 
Total par- | Deaths in | in action 








ticipants service | (nonfatal) | or —— 

| | Disability Death 
Spanish-American War__..._--.-- a ty 392,000 | 1 11, 000 | 6, 000 | 62, 271 81, 839 
lL!) er ae ...-| 4,744,000 131. 000 | 203,000 | 2695, 202 356, 054 
WEEE BIE hon cnn aap cdcauhindeiabatulan | 16, 535, 000 | 409, 000 | 673, 000 | 3 1, 674. 087 | 301, 419 
Pee IIIS, oo. ouce cincieennnsoenn ..| 46,698,090 | 4553, 000 4 104, 000 140, 980 | 32, 612 


1 1,900 killed in action or died of wounds; 9,100 other deaths presumably attributable to disease. 
2 Does not include 1,794 EOR cases. 
3 Does not include 5 retired Reserve officer cases. 
4 Through Dee. 31, 1954. 
5 64,000 in and out of service. 
Marcw 11, 1955. 
Assistant Administrator for Legislation. 
Deputy Administrator for Veterans’ Benefits. 
Request for certain data by House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 
In compliance with your memorandum dated February 21, 1955, relative to the 
above subject, the following data is furnished: 
The percentage of the total number of veterans who served in various wars 








’ 
currently drawing compensation or pension as of January 31, 1955, is as follows: 
Percentage Percentage 

War receiving receiving 

compensation} pension 

- a : a : 7 p - | - 
Soantis-Amneriosss Wi. oo. ooo cect ne ccccne sp erioties tibia 0. 1056 15. 9079 
OO ee ii ea i cvmaihiiss 5. 1478 9. 4857 
World War IT. ...........- 8 ON a as ; 5 9. 8141 | . 3168 
Korean conffict..............-.-- pacts bee Se 2.0371 | . 0191 


The total amount of pension a Spanish American War veteran would 
have received for permanent total non-service-connected disabil- 
ity if he had been continuously on the pension rolls from the time 
pension was first authorized for that group (act of June 5, 1920) 
taeda niamanein + $25, 211. 78 
The total amount of pension a World War I veteran would have 
received for permanent total non-service-connected disability if 
he had been continuously on the rolls from the time pension was 
first authorized for that group (act of July 3, 1930) through Dec. 
ON en inseintcin _. 14,528.28 
The total amount of non-service-connected death pension the widow 
of a Spanish-American War veteran would have received if she 
was continuously on the rolls from the time death pension was 
first authorized for that group (act of July 16, 1918) through Dec. 
31, 1954, is— 
If widow was wife of veteran during period of service___-___- 15, 130. 45 
If widow was not wife of veteran during period of service__-_~- 13, 345. 50 
The total amount of non-service-connected death pension a widow 
of a World War I veteran would have received if she was continu- 
ously on the rolls from the time death pension was first authorized 
for that group (act of June 28, 1934) through Dec. 31, 1954-_____- 8, 419. 53 


17% months’ average service. R Hs 
ALPH H. STONE, 
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MaRcH 22, 1955. 
Assistant Administrator for Legislation. 
Controller. 
Information for House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

1. This is in response to Mr. Bernstein’s verbal request for information as to 
length of service in the Armed Forces during specified periods and average bene- 
fits received under the readjustment allowances provisions of Public Law 346, 
as amended. 


2. Average length of service in the Armed Forces (estimated) : Months 
a rT nN Ne 7.5 
I TN a a ee 12.0 
Ca). Fee es ak Bee Be oe ce eee i Ss 30. 0 
SG OS 5S See Re SEE Se aL Eby Pe te ia a 24.0 


1 Information on length of service during the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrec 
tion not available. 

2 Average length of service of veterans returned to civil life before Feb. 1, 1955. This 
average will be lowered as veterans currently in the Armed Forces are discharged. 

3. On the average, World War II veterans who drew readjustment allowances 
for unemployment or self-employment received somewhat less than $20 a week 
for about 21.5 weeks, for an estimated total of $428. 

F. W. KE sey. 


Cost of outpatient medical and dental care, Public Law 791 (81st Cong.), veterans, 
October 1950—December 1954 








Item | Number | Total cost | Average cost 
Total | | 
Outpatient medical visitors ! 544, 845 | 2 $10, 27 
Dental examination cases completed 23, 149 { $11.12 
Dental treatment cases completed 21, 220 | 2, 582, 586 121. 71 
Staff: 2 
Outpatient medical visitors ! 7 245, 765 210. 27 
Dental examination cases completed 15, 310 | 310. 64 
Dental treatment cases completed 8, 125 | 102. 94 
Fee | 
Outpatient medical visitors ! ' Sica cma 299, O80 | 3, 070, 238 210. 27 
Dental examination cases completed 5 : 7, 839 | 94, 661 12. 08 
Dental treatment cases completed : | 13, 095 | 1, 746, 225 133. 35 


' j i 

1 An outpatient visitor is one who receives outpatient services one or more times each month. 

2 Costs of medical services provided by staff physicians are estimated on the basis of the average cost per 
visitor for medical services provided on a fee basis ($10.27 per visitor average fee-hasis cost). 

3 Staff dental costs are based on the value of work completed by staff dentists according to the dental fee 
schedules of the States in which the VA stations are located. 


MArcH 22, 1955. 
Public Law 346 Training cost data. 
ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR LEGISLATION. 
(Attention Mr. Bronaugh, Assistant Controller.) 
This will confirm information verbally supplied this morning to Mr. Bronaugh 
of your staff respecting the costs of training under Public Law 346 through 
June 30, 1954: 


en  engrmchinwinnioreins = 146, 580, 861 
Eu renee iacnbaiae $14, 373, 105, 229. 00 
Average cost per trainee-month_--__~ la a cial helt ecaaeoiadaa mas $98. 06 
Number of veterans entering training_____---_~_ Se ana 7, 812, 254 
Average expenditure per entrance into training_____-_--_- = $1, 839 


JOHN D. BAKER. 


Mr. Boyxry. Mr. Thurston, who was the next one you wanted to 
put on? 


Mr. Tuurston. Mr. William J. Otjen. 
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STATEMENT OF WILLIAM J. OTJEN, CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL LEGIS- 
LATIVE COMMITTEE, UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS 


Mr. Orgen. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I would 
like, on the widow’s matter, to add a little, if I may. 

You have two bills. Congressman McDonough’s bill is H. R. 4684, 
and prior to that was introduced H. R. 2867 by Congressman O’Hara. 
The bills were identical. 

In our literature we have been carrying H. R. 2867 because it was 
introduced first, but we appreciate the introduction of the McDonough 
bill. There is no difference in them, and if it could be possible I 
would think it would be preferable if the two could be combined as 
authors because they were working together and carries the number 
2867. 

I noted the questions which were asked by Chairman Teague, as to 
any justification, and the reference to letters he was getting from 
widows of World War II and World War I asking why they “should 
not be put on the pension rolls the same as the Spanish War veteran 
widows. 

I would state that the theory that we have followed—and it has 
been consistent all the way through—was that when we enlisted in 
1898 or 1899 the pension policy of the United States was then estab- 
lished, and pretty firmly so. 

Our service was almost identical both as to rate of pay, almost as 
to food, and we even wore the clothing which was supplied in prior 
conflicts. In other words, we consider that when we enlisted the 
pension policy of the Government was quite well established. 

We went in under the same terms, and, therefore, the veterans of 
the Spanish War should have the policy of the pension department 
which was followed at the time of the enlistment. 

I could, but I don’t want to take the time of the committee, set out 
the history. Part of it is set out in Congressman McDonough’s state- 
ment. But, following the pensions which were established for vet- 
erans of the existing army at that time, we have followed consistently 
along that line. 

Mr. Boykin. Congressman Aspinall would like to ask you a ques- 
tion right there if you don’t mind being interrupted. 

Mr. Asrrnatt. I have one question. 

I wish that the distinguished witness would advise the committee 
as to whether or not he thinks very many of the people who took part 
in the Spanish-American War, and the wars or engagements which 
followed, thought very much about any of the benefits which would 
flow to them because of their service when they went into the service? 

Mr. Orsen. Well, those benefits to the veteran—— 

Mr. Asrrnauu, Let me ask you, do you think that those who entered 
the service in 1897 and 1898 and the years that followed thought 
through the question of pensions and benefits before they signed up? 

Mr. Orsen. I would say most of them were young and I “doubt if 
they did. 

Mr. Asprnauu. I think that is a fair answer because it fits in with 
my thought about the two wars since then. 

‘Mr. Dorn. Let me say this: If I recall correctly, when the Span- 
ish-American War started we asked for volunteers, and over 2 million 
men volunteered. We didn’t have one-tenth of the room in the camps 
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to take care of the men that volunteered. That is a good illustration 
of the patriotism that existed in America then. You did not have 
room enough for but one-tenth of that 2 million that volunteered. 

Mr. Asprnatu. I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. Dorn. And they volunteered because of patriotism and not 
because of any benefits or security and things like that that they might 
have gotten. Therefore, I think that the Spanish-American veteran 
is entitled to maybe some particular consideration because of that 
fact. 

Mr. Orsen. I think you have expressed it well, Congressman Dorn. 
I would say that when I went in 20 regiments were raised similar 
to regulars. I was in the 43d United States Volunteer Infantry, and 
we went to the Philippines. I will digress now and touch upon the 
Moro bill. 

We only stayed 2 weeks in Manila, and we went to Samar. We 
were the first troops to land on Samar. 

While I was on Samar we had some desperate fighting. In April 
1900, 31 of us were up in the interior of Samar. We were surrounded 
by a force that was estimated at 1,200. 

Mr. Boykin. How many of you were there? 

Mr. Orsen,. 31. 

Our barracks were burned over our heads, and we dug into holes 
in the river bank, and fought for 5 days and nights. Twenty-one 
were killed and 5 wounded, and 4 or 5 of us got out uninjured. 

That was called the Seige of Catubig. I can show you the reports 
in the War Department covering it. 

But I want to touch on an engagement in which I did not partici- 
pate. 


We were relieved by the 9th Infantry, Regular troops. And a 


company of them were stationed at Balangiga, Samar. That was 
probably a hundred miles from where we were at Catubig. That 
company was surrounded and attacked and nearly the whole company 
and the officers were killed. Those who escaped broke through the 
lines and managed to make their way into the interior. But almost 
all of those 109 men and 38 officers were killed. 

That engagement just lasted a few hours. It was one of the worst 
catastrophes we have ever had, considering the small number in- 
volved. 

But when I say I am touching on the Moro bill I happen to know 
that when I served on Samar what tough fighting there was there, 
and I know when my regiment came home that both Samar and 
Leyte were so far from being at peace at the end of the period of 
the Spanish War, or when the insurrection occurred in 1902, that 
I feel it is very, very just that those men who participated in actual 
fighting following 1902 should go on a pensionable basis. 

Reverting to the widows’ bill, I think the suggestion of the Con- 
gressman was so good that I hardly need to quote it. But after the 
Economy Act when President Roosevelt signed the measure restoring 
Spanish War veterans’ pensions, he set out that by reason of the lack 
of the benefits, hospitalization, and the lack of records, the lack of 
hospital facilities during the Spanish War, it placed them on a dif- 
ferent basis from other veterans, and that he considered there was 
not a precedent for other veterans. 
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But when you refer to the patriotism of the group, I think that there 
was a very ie ‘ge number of Spanish War veterans who have never 
applied for a pension. They have been coming on now sometimes 15 
or 20 a month for the reason that age and adversity have made it 
necessary for them to apply. 

But estimates made indicate that that percentage for years was 50 
percent or more who did not apply. ‘That would be a good answer to 
what it will cost when we consider the number of veterans today, be- 
cause I think when we consider the future wars that the number of 
pensions is very light compared to the total number engaged. 

As I said, I would like to sketch briefly these various bills. There 
will be other speakers here on some of them. 

Congressman Barratt O’Hara has introduced what is called the 
Navy bill, House Joint Resolution 151, and there will be speakers who 
served on those naval vessels, and I will not go into that except to say 
that we support it. 

The dental bill, by Dr. Long, we think would be very helpful to us, 
and the State home bill, by Mr. Edmondson, H. R. 4986. 

Referring to that outpatient treatment: bill, it has not been covering 
the relief which we felt we would get from it. Mrs. Rogers has intro- 
duced H. R. 714, a bill which supplements that. 

As to the history of that outpatient treatment, it was passed through 
both Houses and vetoed. But the two Houses passed it almost unani- 
mously over the President’s veto. The interpretation by the Bureau 
does not warrant the giving of relief which we felt was needed by 
reason of the fact that surgery outside of the hospital is not taken 
care of. 

I wish to express the appreciation of our committee for the hearing 
you have given us, and I do not want to take up further time for the 
reason that the commander-in-chief, in his address to you, and Con- 
gressman McDonough have set forth the main plea which we make 
for the widows’ bill, which was adopted by our last national encamp- 
ment as the measure which we should ask for and urge because the 
widows are not able to work, or very few are able to work. When 
you refer to the pension it is as assistance and not intended to support 
them. If they would have the $75 which we ask, under the purchas- 
ing power of the dollar now at just slightly above 58 cents, you could 
see how it would be for a widow who needs medical care, doctors and 
things of that nature to get by on even $75 a month. 

The last session of the Congress passed a bill giving veterans’ de- 
pendents 5 percent additional because of that, and that gave the widows 
about $2.58 additional. But we felt that they needed “the higher rate 
so much more, the specific amount of $75. 

These bills, I feel, are all meritorious. I appreciate what Congress- 
man Teague has said, that you could not pass all of them, that you have 
to take what is needed the most. 

But these women who are passing away rapidly are reaching an 
age when some of them need attendants, and I feel that that is a meas- 
ure that should be given most earnest consideration by the committee 
and should be passed if at all possible. 

I thank you. 

Mr. Boykin. Thank you very much. 

The Counset. Mr. Chairman, before the witness leaves I wonder if 
he would not want to correct a statement which was made before Mr. 
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Dorn’s subcommittee several weeks ago about the pension for Major 
Rowan. 


You stated at that time that Major Rowan did not receive a pension. 

Mr. Orsen. That was the report I had. 

The Counsex. I think the record should show, Mr. Chairman, that 
Major Rowan, the man who carried the message to Garcia, was retired 
in 1909 at his own request after 30 years of service. At the time of his 
death in 1943 he was in receipt of retirement pay of $328.12, and, fur- 
thermore, that his wife Josephine Morris Rowan w ent on the pension 
rolls the day after his death and received a pension until the date of 
her death. Of course Major Rowan could not receive a pension while 
he was drawing retirement pay. 


I am sure that Mr. Otjen would wish the record correct on that 
point. 


Mr. Orsen. I certainly would. 

Major Rowan was quite a noted character because that book was 
published, Message To Garcia. Thousands of them were published 
and sent out by manufacturers to encourage initiative. 

[ read an article—I think rt was in the San Francisco paper and also 
the veterans’ paper—that he was in destitute circumstances, and also 
refused a pension. 


I stand corrected because I know that when you state that is the rec- 
ord it is correct. I wish to correct it. 

The Counsen. That came from the Department of the Army. 

I will submit the letter for the record. 

(The letter referred to follows :) 

APRIL 12, 1955. 
Subject: Retired pay. 
‘To: Chief, Legislative Liaison, Department of the Army, the Pentagon, Wash- 

ington 25, D. C. 

1. Reference is made to your communication dated March 31, 1955, and 
acknowledgment dated April 1, 1955, in the case of Maj. Andrew Summers Rowan, 
O13817, retired. 

2. The file folder record of payments of retired pay effected to Major Rowan 
was destroyed during the year 1946, in accordance with approved procedures in 
effect at that time with reference to elimination of records after a period of 3 
years following date of death. The Official Army Register for the year 1943 indi- 
cates Major Rowan was placed on the retired list effective December 1, 1909. The 
Official Army Register for the year 1944 indicates Major Rowan died on January 
10, 1948 at the Letterman General Hospital, San Francisco, Calif. The retained 
copies of retired pay vouchers on file in this office indicate Major Rowan was last 
paid retired pay at the rate $328.12 per month to include the date December 31, 
1942. The net amount of the check also amounted to $328.12. The final payment 
was effected by check No. 4086050 dated January 1, 1948, and the payment ap- 
pears on voucher No. 374001, the January 19438 accounts of Carl Witcher, Colonel, 
FC, symbol No. 210-846. The check was drawn payable to the Guaranty Trust 
Co., 140 Broadway, New York, N. Y., for credit to the account of the retired 
service member. 

Jurisdiction of payment of arrears of retired pay for the period January 1 
through 10, 1943 was vested “g the United States General Accounting Office, 
Claims Division, Washington 25, D. C. In the event information is desired as to 
whether or not payment was effec ted for the period January 1 through 10, 1943, it 
is suggested inquiry be made of the above named office. 

For the commanding officer : 

W. R. HIcKMAN, 
Lieutenant Colonel, FC, Congressional Liaison Officer. 


Mr. Boykin. We would like to have next the assistant legislative di- 
rector of the VFW. 

Mr. Orsen. Could I introduce our senior vice commander in chief, 
Col. James Johnson of Concord, N. H. ? 

Mr. Boyxry. Colonel Johnson. 
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STATEMENT OF JAMES H. JOHNSON, SENIOR VICE COMMANDER IN 
CHIEF, UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS 


Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman and the honorable members of this 
committee, I would like, first, to correct a statement made here, or a 
question that was asked. 

The widows of the Spanish War, under an act passed by Congress 
in 1944, had to have 10 years cohabitation with the veteran, and the 
amount of limit to their income, I believe was $1,440. To widows who 
were married to a Spanish War veteran before December 31, 1937, 
there was no limit to their income. 

The Counset. The number, Mr. Chairman, is very small; less than 
500 out of a total of 81,000 widows on the rolls as the following memo- 
randum shows: 











OFFICE MEMORANDUM, UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Date: 






April 26, 1955. 
VBC4 

To: Assistant Administrator for Legislation. 

From: Deputy Administrator for Veterans Benefits. 

Subject: Spanish-American War widows. 


1. Pursuant to your informal request based upon request from a member of 
the staff of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, the following information is 
provided. 

2. As of March 31, 1955, approximately 450 widows of deceased Spanish-Ameri- 
can War veterans were in receipt of death pension benefits pursuant to law in- 
cluding among other factors the factor of dependency as a prerequisite to entitle- 
ment. 


RALPH H. STONE. 

Mr. Jounson. There was a question asked which referred to the 
question of whether those of the First World War or the Second 
World War should be entitled to the same amount as the Spanish 
War veterans. The Spanish War veteran widows average over 74 
years of age. The widows of the Second World War average around 
39 years of age. The widows of the First World War average under 
60 years of age. 

It is easy to conceive that widows of those ages might be able to 
assist themselves in receiving an income to help them over the days 
that are now coming and have been coming in the increased cost of 
living. Of course, a widow who is 74 years of age needs more medical 
attention, she needs more assistance, and if she asked for a position 
anywhere thev would probably look at her in astonishment and say 
they put her name on the list, and that is as far as it would go. 

Another condition which h: appened to the Spanish War veterans 
is they had very little opportunity for laying aside for themselves 
an income that would keep a widow even to live in the most dilapidated 
condition of human existence. What a Spanish War veteran might 
save in the time that he saved it would be a good income for those days, 
but that income today would not even be thought of as an income. 

When the Spanish War veterans were discharged a great majority 
of them were less physically able than they were when they went in. 
In World War T and W orld War IT a large percentage of the veterans 
of those two wars were in better physical condition. Of course, I 
am not referring to the men who were wounded or injured during 
those wars. 
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Our widows—and I know that you gentlemen know this better 
than I do—cannot possibly exist in a respectable manner which is 
their American heritage on less than $75 a month. 

The Spanish War veterans were granted service-connected dis- 
ability for outpatient treatment principally because their records were 
destroyed. In fact, I have 5 years of service that were burned. 

I believe that in following out the practice of America and our 
history, our ideas of life and existence, it would warrant giving our 
widows $75 a month. 

You may remember the Spanish War veterans came into being on 
February 14 at 9:40 in the evening when the battleship Maine was 
blown up in the harbor of Havana. We have heard a lot about the 
shot fired at Lexington and Concord being heard around the world. 

3ut let us look what has happened. The mine that blew up the 
Maine was not only heard around the world, but it shook the very 
foundation of the empires of the world. When the Spanish War 
started we were not even considered in the book of naval strength. 
The nation with which we went to war was carried as fourth in 
strength of the navies. The Spanish War brought into being some- 
thing that we of America, every man, woman, and child in this country, 
should be thankful for, especially if they had members or relatives 
in the First World War. 

In the Spanish War we had no medical organization, we had no 
transportation organization, we had no means of refrigeration. And 
the reason why there were so many of them sick was that the men 
in the Spanish War slept on the ground and ate sowbelly and hard 
tack and canned beef or “canned willy,” as the boys called it, for 
3 or 4 months before they even had beef. And when they got the 
beef the fuzz was so thick on it that they had to scrape it off with 
a knife. 

That is one reason why the Spanish War veterans never had as 
much ability; I believe that 90 percent of them were sick when they 
got out of service, and that continued. They had dysentery, typhoid 
fever, jaundice, and several other diseases. 

Several of the Spanish War veterans were discharged in the hos- 
pital and did not receive pay while they were in the hospital. Several 
of the officers and men in the Philippines after 1901, June 30, were 
kept in the Philippines and discharged, and their regiment had been 
home 3 months before they got home. They rec eived no pay or com- 
pensation for that. The ‘mileage given to officers for travel in the 
Spanish War veterans or the volunteers of the 20 regiments that went 
to the Philippines was 7 percent, and when they had been discharged 
it had been reduced to 4 percent. 

You know as well or probably better than I that a woman 74 years 
of age with only an income of $75 is in a very dangerous and very 
hard position. I know that you gentlemen have lots of things to con- 
sider, and I know that the problem of Government spending has in- 
creased. But this is a case where I think that humanity, necessity, 
and the desire to keep up the American standard of life would sub- 
stantiate our wish. 

Mr. Asprnauu. May I ask the witness a question ? 

What you are doing is basing your plea for this legislation upon 
present needs, is it not, rather than upon anything that took place 
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yesterday or any inequities that may exist? Is that not true? You 
are talking now about the future, are you not ? 

Mr. Jounson. Present needs and the fact that their husbands did 
not have the opportunity that came in later years to provide for them 
properly. 

Mr. Asprnauu. Which has an influence upon their needs. 

Mr. Jonnson. I think so; yes. 

Mr. Boykin. Thank you. 

Mr. Jounson. Thank you very kindly. 

Mr. Boykin. That was a fine statement, and thank you so much. 

I want at this time to call Mr. Adin Downer, assistant legislative 


director of the VF W. 


STATEMENT OF ADIN DOWNER, ASSISTANT LEGISLATIVE 
DIRECTOR, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Downer. Mr. Chairman, I thank you for the privilege of ap- 
pearing here this morning. This is the fifth time in the past 12 years 
that the Veterans of Foreign Wars have appeared before this com- 
mittee to support legislation to recognize the Moro campaign for pen- 
sion purposes. 

This committee four times previously has favorably reported such 
legislation, and in view of that fact and i in view of the statement the 
chairman previously made this morning, I think it is time for me 
to apply a lesson I learned years ago, that a pa should not overtry 
his case lest he talk the court out of a favorable decision. 

So I will merely mention, Mr. Chairman, that the essential question 
contained in this legislation is whether or not we are to consider a 
state of war to be a question of law or a question of fact. That is the 
basis on which the President vetoed the legislation previously. That 
is the basis on which negative reports have been filed on the legislation. 

So I think that all we must decide is that one question. 

The pension is paid to compensate men for the conditions that they 
endured during their service, which is a factual thing and not a legal 
thing. And, as a matter of logic, it seems quite apparent to us that 
since the conditions which they endured were identical to conditions 
that exist during the time of legal war, and since the precedent has 
already been established by extension of benefits to the Korean cam- 
paign, the same thing holds true for the Moro Province. 

I thank you very much, 

Mr. Boyxin. Thank you very much. 

At this time we will hear from Capt. F. O. Willenbucher. 


STATEMENT OF CAPT. FRANZ 0. WILLENBUCHER, UNITED STATES 
NAVY (RETIRED), EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT AND LEGAL 
COUNSEL OF THE RETIRED OFFICERS ASSOCIATION 


Captain Wititensucuer. I am Capt. Franz O. Willenbucher, 
United States Navy, retired, executive vice president and legal counsel 
of the Retired Officers Association. I appear to represent the presi- 
dent of the association, Lt. Gen. Willard S. Paul, United States Army, 
retired. 
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The Retired Officers Association appreciates the opportunity to be 
present today to offer its views concerning the bills H. R. 4945, H. R. 
5055, H. R. 5056, and various other bills now under consider: ation by 
this subcommittee today. 

H. R. 4945: During the Spanish-American War, the Philippine 
Insurrection, and the China Relief Expedition a number of doctors 
and dentists served as contract surgeons and contract dental surgeons. 
They were civilian employees of the Army, although they wore the 
Army uniform and served with troops in the field, “and were all but 
technically a part of the Army. 

The Career Compensation Act in sections 202 (a) (3), 412 and 511 
recognizes that service as a contract surgeon was active service, and 
prov ides for its inclusion in service for computing pay. 

Veterans Regulation No. 10 (IV) provides that for the purpose of 
hospitalization the term “veteran of any war” shall include persons 
who served overseas as contract surgeons of the Army between April 
91, 1898, and August 13, 1898. Thus there is ample precedent to 
declare contract surgeons and contract dental surgeons who served in 
the Spanish-American War, the Philippine Insurrection, or the China 
Relief Expedition to be veterans for all purposes. 

The case which brought this matter to our attention is a retired 
Army colonel who served as a contract surgeon in the Spanish-Ameri- 
can War before he was commissioned in the Regular Army as a medi- 

a officer, and who was later retired. The pending bill, H. R. 4945, 
proposes to credit this civilian service to those who performed it for 
the purpose of the laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration. 

An identical bill, S. 1211, has been introduced in the Senate, con- 
cerning which the Veterans’ Administration in a letter to the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Finance, on March 24, 1955, voiced 
its opposition to the enactment of this proposed legislation, stating 
the reasons of the Veterans’ Administration. While respecting the 
views of the Veterans’ Administration in this regard, our association 
cannot agree that the objections raised should influence Congress 
against the enactment of this meritorious proposal. 

Basically, these objections stem from the fact that veterans’ benefits 
have heretofore been extended only to those who served as members of 
the Armed Forces, strictly as such, under the various standards in the 
laws relating to veterans’ benefits. 

Certainly, there should be no exception to such requirement unless 
the type of service is so military in character as to justify the excep- 
tion. A general rule of application is not weakened by the adoption 
of an exce ption if the exception is so compelling as to justify its adop- 
tion. Such, in the opinion of the Retired Officers Association, is the 
case here. 

Dealing more specifically, the objections of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration in its letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance were the following: 

(1) There is no precedent for such action; (2) the Judge Advocate 
General of the Army in 1901, in opinions held, among other things, 
that contract surgeons have no military rank or status and called 
them “creatures solely of Army regulations and orders which are 
executive mandates wholly powerless to constitute them officers of 
the Army”; (3) Congress has long differentiated between active mili- 
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tary service and civilian employment with the Armed Forces and it 
is stated that this proposal would constitute a departure from that 
policy; (4) enactment of the legislation might well serve as a precedent 
for similar requests by other ‘civilian groups; and, finally, (5) that 
advice from the Bureau of the Budget shows that the Bureau concurs 
in recommending against favorable consideration of this legislation. 

With reference to the first of these objections, the Retired Officers 
Association contends that progress lies in the establishment of proper 
precedents and can see no difficulty in this respect by the enactment 
of the pending bill. As already stated, the Congress under the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 in section 202 (a) (3), 412, and 511 recog- 
nined the military service of contract cai eed as active service and 
provides for its inclusion in the computation of military service pay. 
This, from the point of view of Congress, est: ablished the precedent 
and recognized the merit of re egarding this service as military service. 

With reference to the second objection, the association believes the 
opinion of the Judge Advocate General of the Army of 1901 is erro- 
neous in philosophy, however proper in law the opinion might have 
appeared at that time. Since 1901, in all recent wars, medical and 
dental personnel have been fully under military status. It is for that 
very reason that the association asks to have this former service so 
recognized, since all who have performed the service in World War I 
and World War II are veterans under our laws in view of the changed 
status of such personnel in those wars, as compared with those in the 
Spanish-American War. 

With reference to the third objection, the association sees no reason 
why Congress should not continue to differentiate between active mili- 
tary service and civilian employment with the Armed Forces, but the 
association does not consider that such differentiation should stand 
in the way of recognizing this specific type of service as military in 
character, in view of the nature of the service and its subsequent 
recognition in World War I and World War II as military in 
character. 

With reference to the fourth of the objections that there might be 
similar requests from other civilian groups, the Retired Officers Asso- 
ciation knows of no other type of civilian group which could have 
equal justification for asking military recognition. Certainly Con- 
gress can recognize this service in this legislation and refuse to recog- 
nize other requests less meritorious in character or perhaps without 
any merit at all. 

Finally, with reference to the objection of the Bureau of the Budget, 
the R etired Officers Association feels the objection to stem from ‘the 
same objections outlined above and that, if Congress enacts this pro- 
posed legislation, the decision in the Bureau of the Budget could well 
be otherwise than to oppose approval of such a law. 

The association wishes to point out that, since more than 50 years 
have elapsed since the Spanish-American War, very few individuals 
would be affected by the enactment of this proposal. 

The Retired Officers Association feels simple justice requires that 
the service of contract surgeons and dental surgeons in the war with 
Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, and the China Relief Expedition 
should receive recognition for the purposes outlined in the bill, and 
recommends favorable action and enactment of H. R. 4945. 
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H. R. 5055: The purpose of this bill is to extend credit to those who 
served as cadets and midshipmen in wars prior to World War II, for 
benefits under laws administered by the Veterans Administration ‘and 
for the widows and survivors of such personnel. 

Section 10 of the act of July 13, 1943, yroperly recognized the 
full time military service of cadets and snidehipanen during World 
War II as active military and naval service for the purpose » of laws 
administered by the Veterans’ Administration. The principal result 
of this law was the granting of wartime rates of pensions and com- 
pensation to the veterans and their survivors. 

H. R. 2384, which passed the House of Representatives in 1951 was 
similar to the pending bill, H. R. 5055, which proposes — this 
service should be credited for those who so served in World War I and 
the Spanish-American War. This purpose has the full endorsement 
of the Retired Officers Association. 

There would appear to be no sound basis for withholding wartime 
service status from cadets and midshipmen who performed fulltime 
active military service in any war when such status is accorded to 
numerous other classes of persons performing military service little 
different in nature as for example in basic training camps in the United 
Otates. 

The total number of persons who would benefit through enactment 
of this legislation is relatively small and consists principally of 
widows. The former cadets and midshipmen who would benefit os- 
tensibly in this legislation, in the main, have qualified as veterans 
through subsequent war service in an officer status. That is to say, 
many Spanish-American War veterans served also in World War I 
and a few in Worid War II, and a still larger ratio of those who 
acquired veterans status by service in World War I also acquired it 
through service in World War IL. 

With the above facts in mind there can be very few remaining not 
qualified, since over 50 years have elapsed since the period design: ated 
as service during the Spanish-z (American War and over 30 years have 
elapsed since the period of service designated for World War I. With 
the number so few, the cost would be very small. 

The Association wishes to emphasize the fact that this bill merely 
extends to World War I and the Spanish-American War, precisely 
what was extended in the way of veterans benefits to those who served 
in the status of cadet and midshipman during World War II. The 
bill merely proposes to amend section 10 of the Act of July 13, 1943 
(Public Law 144, 78th Con.; 38 USC 730) appropriately to extend its 
scope of application. 

In view of the foregoing, the Retired Officers Association recom- 
mends favorable action and enactment of the proposed measure in 
H. R. 5055. 

H. R. 5056: The Association welcomes the opportunity to testify 
here today on the question of medical and dental care of veterans in 
Veterans’ Administration facilities, especially for the group of veter- 
ans covered in H. R. 5056. While these benefits are in general available 
to all veterans alike, there is at least one case, and there are perhaps 
others, where inequity clearly exists. 

The Association recommends that the existing laws be amended, as 
provided in H. R. 5056, to extend outpatient treatment in the medical 
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facilities of the Veterans’ Administration to all who are in fact veter- 
ans of the Spanish-American War, and not as now, restrict this treat- 
ment merely to those who have been discharged from the military 
service. Those who would be affected are a few remaining living 
individuals who were officers of the Regular services, who served in 
the Spanish-American War, and continued in the service until retire- 
ment, and therefore have never been “discharged” within the meaning 
of such term in laws applicable to veterans. 

In Administrator’s Decision, Veterans’ Administration, No, 872 of 
March 12, 1951, it was held that a retired officer who served during 
the Spanish-American War, including the Philippine Insurrection 
and the Boxer Rebellion, and who was never “discharged” from such 
service, is not entitled to outpatient treatment from the Veterans’ 
Administration under Public Law 791 of the 8ist Congress. The 
authority for this decision was found in section 6, Public Law 2, 73d 
Congress, as amended, and as implemented in title 38, Code of Federal 
Regulations, section 17.60(8), which includes among those eligible 
for outpatient treatment in Veterans’ Administration facilities: 

Persons who served in the active military or naval forees during the Spanish- 
American War, Philippine Insurrection, or Boxer Rebellion (April:21, 1898 to 


July 4, 1902 or July 15, 1903 if the service was in Moro Province) when dis- 
charged— 


and that is the word— 


from such service under other than dishonorable conditions who are in need of 
outpatient treatment, 

This regulation causes an unjust discrimination between those to 
whom outpatient treatment is available under the regulation and 
small group of retired Regular officers who are in fact veterans of the 
Spanish-American War, as is illustrated by the following example. 

Two retired colonels of the Regular Army reside in the same city 
where an excellent veterans’ hospit: al is available. Colonel A entered 
the regular service in 1895 and served continuously on active duty 
until he was retired from the Army in 1937 asa colonel. This veteran 
is not entitled to outpatient treatment in veterans’ hospitals since he 
was never “discharged” within the meaning of the applicable law. 

The Cuamman. But he is eligible in service hospitals. 

Captain Witensucuer. That is true. But frequently they live in 
close proximity to hospitals where they would be very glad to render 
the service, and they are few in number. This small correction that 
we recommend would rectify that situation. 

Colonel B entered the service during the Spanish-American War as 
a volunteer and was discharged, and then reentered the Army as ¢ 
regular officer. He, likewise, was ultimately retired as a colonel of the 
Regular Army. However, because he had been “discharged” after 
the Spanish-American War he is fully entitled to outpatient treat- 
ment in veterans’ hospitals and certain other benefits as a technical] 
“veteran,” to which his contemporary, with similar character of 
service, Colonel B, is not entitled under the present law. 

These are actual cases. We received a letter from Colonel A and I 
would like to quote an excerpt from it: 

Has any action been taken by our Association, or will any such be taken in 
this connection? The purpose of Public Law 791, 81st Congress, is manifestly 
to extend the benefit outpatient service to all Spanish-American veterans whose 
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service was honorable. Veterans’ Administration Administrator’s Decision No. 
872 withholds from me all benefits of Public Law 791 because I never had been 
discharged, yet a National Guard or volunteer officer who served but a short 
time and was then discharged receives full benefits. The injustice resulting to 
one who was a cadet at the Military Academy during the Spanish-American 
War and was subsequently graduated therefrom, served continuously through 
the entire Spanish-American War period, more than 3 years of such service 
being actually in the Philippine Islands, and continuously in the field, continued 
in the military service for 40 years, during which it was a matter of pride to 
keep his name off hospital records, and subsequently retired for length of 
service, rather than for physical disability, must be so apparent to Members 
of Congress that it would seem as though it should be possible to secure the 
removal of this discrimination, if the matter could be brought to the attention 
of our lawmakers. 


In connection with the work of our association, I went to Florida 
and I met this great gentleman. He is almost totally blind. He lives 
in St. Petersburg where he made his home after his retirement, and 
within a stone’s throw of the very fine veterans’ hospital at Bay Pines. 
They would like very much to give him the treatment, but, because of 
this technicality, they are unable to do so. 

I went over, on his behalf, to the office of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion in Pass-a-Grille, Fla., and at first it was thought that outpatient 
treatment could be furnished Colonel A. However, on further con- 
sideration it was found that the benefit could not be granted him, 
merely because he was never discharged. 

I have here in a double column, furnished by Colonel A, the similar- 
ity between his service and the service of Colonel B to whom I have 
referred as an example of one who receives the benefit. I would like 
to put this in the record so that the committee can see that the service 
is almost parallel. 


(The material referred to follows:) 


CoLoneL A, UNITED STATES ARMY, RETIRED, 1335 NINTH STREET, NortTH 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLA. 


Colonel A, 1335 Ninth Street, North, 
St. Petersburg, Fla. 

Appointed cadet United States Mili- 
tary Academy June 15, 1895. Grad- 
uated February 15, 1899 (never dis- 
charged) and Commissioned second 
lieutenant, 23d Infantry, United States 
Army. 

Sailed for Philippine Islands in 
March 1899. Served continuously in 
the field against hostile Moros and Vi- 
sayan insurgents until June 1902 (over 
3 years and 3 months in Spanish War 
Service). 


Colonel B, St. Petersburg, Fla. 


Sergeant, Illinois National Guard. 
Mustered into Federal services in May 
1892. Honorably discharged in May 
1899, having served about 6 months in 
Cuba, 


Commissioned second lieutenant, 
Coast Artillery, United States Army, 
June 11, 1902. 


Retired February 28, 1937, at own re- 
quest (over 60 years of age) with more 
than 41 years and 8 months continuous 
service. 

No record of physical disabilities up 
to time of retirement. 

Draws Spanish War Pension from 
Veterans’ Administration. 

Draws World War I insurance bene- 
fits from Veteran’s Administration hav- 
ing been classified as “totally, perma- 
nently physically disabled” because of 
failing vision (cataracts on both eyes 
which have developed since his retire- 
ment). 


Retired November 1940 for age (64 
years). 


No record of physical disabilities up 
to time of retirement. 

Draws Spanish War Pension from 
Veterans’ Administration. 

Carries World War I insurance pay- 
able at death. Since retirement has 
become physically disabled because of 
arthritis. 
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Is denied outpatient service by the Receives outpatient service from Vet- 
Veterans’ Administration on the ground erans’ Administration and is eligible 
that as he has never been honorably for hospitalization at Veterans’ Admin- 
discharged, is not a Spanish War vet- istration hospitals. 
eran and so is not entitled to outpatient 
service or hospitalization by the Vet- 
erans Administration. 

Served in France in World War I Served in France in World War I 
from February 1918 until June 1919 as from summer of 1918 to January 1919 
a general staff officer of four combat di- as Chief of Staff, 87th Division. 
visions as chief of staff, and as com- 
mander of base section No. 8 (La 
Rochelle-Pa Pallice). 

Note.—This discrimination is due solely to the word “discharged” in the 
original legislation, which words were inserted to deny benefits to men who were 
dishonorably discharged. 

Captain WittensucHer. In answer to this question, Mr. Teague, 
both of these people are Regulars. Only one was technically a veteran. 

So they are both eligible for the service hospitals, but it was because 
of this proximity of the hospital to the home that would make it very 
helpful if they could get this out-patient treatment. 

The purpose of our recommendation may be ace omplished by amend- 
ing Public Law 62, 76th Congress, approved May 3, 1939 (53 Stat. 
652), as amended by Public Law 791, 81st Congress, September 19, 
1950 (64 Stat. 867; 38 U.S. C. 706a), by the addition of a provision at 
the end of the text substantially as follows: 
original legislation, which words were inserted to deny benefits to men who were 
retired from active service in the same manner as is now authorized for veterans 
who were discharged from such service. 

That is our language, but other language might well be found. 

We are grateful for this opportunity to submit our views on this 
matter to this subcommittee and strongly urge the enactment of an 
amendment such as is proposed in H. R. 5056. 

Other bills: With reference to the other 20 bills and House joint 
resolutions before the committee, the association has no specific com- 
ments or recommendations. 

The association, composed as it is, of career officers, who, when 
retired, receive retired pay, is interested in legislation concerning 
veterans, principally from the point of view of benefits to widows and 
survivors, and hospital and medical benefits to retired officer personnel. 
Consequently, the association would leave to the wisdom of the com- 
mittee the disposition of these bills, with the sole observation at this 
time that widows’ compensation and pension benefits both are pres- 
ently generally inadequate in amount. The association, therefore, 
strongly supports any legislation which would tend to increase suc h 
benefits to widows of our war veterans. 

The association thanks the committee for enabling it to appear here 
today. 

Mr. Boykin. That was a wonderful statement. Thank you, Captain 
Willenbucher. 

I understand that Rear Admiral Hesselman is going to come on 
tomorrow because we are going to have to adjourn in a moment. 

Admiral Hesse~man. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Boykin. We will be glad to see you at 10 o’clock in the morning. 

Who else do we have tomorrow morning? 

The Counset. Mr. Kyle. 
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Mr. Borxtn. Jack Kyle. 

The chairman and I are going to stay a little longer so we will have 
a chance to hear these ladies who are here and who might have to go 
away. 

At this time, Congressman Thurston, will you introduce them ? 

We only have a short time, as you know. 

We can take them today or wait until tomorrow. 

Mr. Tuurston. Mr. Chairman, if it meets the pleasure of the chair, 
the ladies would be willing to defer until tomorrow. 

Mr. Boyxry. That will be fine. 

Thank you very much. 

We have enjoyed having you, and we will see you all tomorrow, and 
we will have a lot of time. 

I would like to place in the record at this point a letter addressed to 
the chairman of the committee, Mr. Teague, by Mr. Paul Cunningham, 
Member of Congress from the State of Iowa. 

(The letter referred to follows :) 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1955. 
In re H. R. 754, 84th Congress. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. TEAGUE: In recent years I have received requests from former mem- 
bers of the United States military forces who served in the Philippine Islands 
during hostilities in the Moro Provinces, including service on the islands of 
Mindanao, Samar, and Leyte between the dates of July 4, 1902, and prior to 
January 1, 1914, to introduce legislation to grant them the same rights, benefits, 
and privileges as accorded veterans of the Spanish-American War. Two of these 
men who were most active in urging passage of this legislation have died since 
the introduction of it. Both of these men served in combat against the Moro 
forces and one of the men had at least six different engagements recorded on 
his honorable discharge. 

The United States Armed Forces that served in the Moro Provinces in the 
Philippine Islands between the aforementioned dates comprised only a very few 
thousand men of whom only a small number are now living. I believe these 
veterans are justly entitled to the recognition afforded other combat veterans of 
our Armed Forces. The cost would not be great. 

I sincerely hope the committee will give consideration to H. R. 754 and favor- 
ably report it as a step toward justice for these combat veterans. 

Yours truly, 
PauL CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. Boyx1n. We do have to get over on the floor now. 

The committee is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 12:03 p. m., the subcommittee was recessed, to be 
reconvened at 10 a. m., April 22, 1955.) 





SPANISH WAR VETERANS’ BENEFITS 


FRIDAY, APRIL 22, 1955 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SPANISH WAr OF THE 
CoMMITTEE OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a. m., in room 356, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Frank W. Boykin, chairman of the 
subcommittee, presiding. 


Mr. Boyxtn. The committee will come to order. 
The first witness will be Hattie B. Trazenfeld, United Spanish War 
Auxiliary. Mrs. Trazenfeld, will you come up, please. 


STATEMENT OF HATTIE B. TRAZENFELD, NATIONAL SECRETARY, 
AUXILIARY UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS 


Mrs. TrazeENFreLtD. My name is Hattie B. Trazenfeld. Iam the co- 
chairman of the national legislative committee and the national secre- 


tary of the auxiliary. 

First, with your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like to bring 
you the greetings of my national president, Mrs. Cecilia M. Johnson, 
who is on official business in the West and asked me to express her 

sincere thanks to you and the members of your committee for giving 
us an opportunity to be heard this morning. 

Mr. Boykin. We are certainly glad to get that message. It is a 
pleasure to have you here, madam. 

Mrs. TRAzENFELD. Thank you. 

I believe that the first thing that we should do when we make a 
request for any assistance or for any recognition is to show whether 
or not we have contributed to the project that we are discussing. 
With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have entered into 
the record a little pamphlet here that I believe will show more clearly 
and more fully than any yet recorded the historical facts of the accom- 
plishments and the contributions of the Veterans of the Spanish Amer- 
ican War to the welfare and the perseverance of our country. 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The pamphlet referred to follows :) 


Wuy One SHovULD Be AFFILIATED WITH THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR VETERANS 


A veteran in America’s first war for humanity. 

A veteran of the only 100 percent volunteer army the world has ever known. 
A veteran of the only war in history that has paid dividends. 

A war that was not fought to a draw. We dictated the terms. 

It was responsible for the building of the Panama Canal. 

It was responsible for the passage of the National Defense Act. 

It caused the abolition of yellow fever and kindred diseases. 


61734—55——-11 
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It united the North and the South so that there is no North or South now, no 
East or West, but one great people united under one great and glorious flag. 

It furnished every commander in the World War, from the commander in chief 
on down. 

It was the first campaign fought on foreign soil. 

We fought the war with poor equipment, poor food, antiquated guns and black 
powder. 

The commands preserved their State entity and were responsible for the honor 
of their State. 

It caused the improvement in maintenance of the Army and Navy and for the 
formation of a standing army through training camps. 

It marked the industrial reconstruction of the South. 

It taught the lesson of unpreparedness that claims more lives than war. 

It caused the United States of America to take the head of the table in the 
concert of nations. 

It marked the rebirth of a nation. 

It marked the last great conflict between the people of a free self-governing 
republic and that of the last absolute monarchy. 

Four hundred fifty-eight thousand were engaged in this confiict. 

Exceeding in number those engaged in the Revolutionary War or the War of 
1812. Also the Mexican War. 

The losses in deaths from all causes were 4.3 percent, as compared with six- 
tenths of 1 percent for the Civil War and seven-tenths of 1 percent for the 
World War. 

The average length of service was 14 months, as compared with 9 months for 
the WorN War and 11 months for the Civil War. 

The pay was $15.60 a month, as compared with $30 for the World War. 

We received no bonus, and no war risk insurance, no adjusted compensation, 
no vocational training, and no hospitalization until 1922, 20 years after the 
war was over, 

The cost of the war was $1,800 million, the Civil War $8,500 million, and the 
World War $50,800 million. 

Property was acquired valued at eight billion as compared with none for the 
Civil War and none for the World War. 

The average pension after 20 years was $21, as compared with $28 for the Civil 
War, and $126 per month after 3 years for the World War veterans, 61 per- 
cent saw foreign service, as compared with 46 percent for the World War 
veterans, 73 percent of our veterans were sons of Civil War veterans and 42 
percent saw service in the World War. 

The duration of the war with Spain and the Philippine Insurrection was 4 
years and 2 months, as compared with 4 years for the Civil War and 1 year 
and 7 months for the World War. 

Our motto is Freedom, Patriotism, and Humanity. 


Mrs. Trazenrevp. I believe that we have established that our vet- 
erans of the Spanish-American War did contribute substantially and 
assist greatly in the establishment of our Nation as a first-class nation 
of the world, and through their service laid the groundwork that made 
it possible today to appropriate the splendid funds which we do for 
foreign aid. I believe that they assisted in that. I believe that the 
foundation and the groundwork that they laid made possible our great 
contributions to aid those foreign countries today: The $68 billion 
that we have appropriated for foreign aid in the past 15 years, the 
$10 billion that we have appropriated in the last 10 years, and the 
$3.5 billion that is requested now. 

I mention that because I believe their contribution to the welfare 
of this country and the standing of this country is a pertinent fact 
in the request that we make to you today. I believe that it makes 
plain our feeling that there is an entitlement to the dependents of 
those men who served in that day. 

I read here the report from the Bureau of the Budget. I cannot 
agree that it is entirely accurate. It says here that if this bill should 
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be enacted into law, the cost would remain static 
In fact, I believe it says for the next several years. 

I do not believe that it could, at the rate that our veterans are dying 
and at the rate that our widows are dying. 

Mr. Borxin. What if it did? I wish it would. I wish they could 
live. 

Mrs. TrazENFELD. It would be fine if it did, but unfortunately, if 
they are figuring in dollars and cents on the possibility of these veter- 
ans and widows living for those years, I believe we can show the fact 
that it is not possible that the costs could remain static. 

When a veteran dies who received $101.59 a month, and a widow 
receives $54.18 as she does today, right there is a great decrease, and 

the widows are also dying at a terrific rate, as I can tell you from the 
letters received in my office. 

I believe that after m5 first year, the rate of death of our veterans 
and of our widows would bring the cost down almost to the amount 
that they are paying now. I do not believe that the facts will show 
there will even be a need for an additional appropriation to take care 
of the appeal that we come to you with this morning. 

I think the entitlement goes back to the fact that a wife is dependent 
upon her husband. When ‘that husband has passed away, she naturally 
is dependent on what was left. If in his life he has been unable, 
through circumstances over which possibly he had no control, to ac- 
cumulate an estate from which she can live on the income, I believe that 
she should participate in the assets that he has helped to create. 

I believe the veterans of the Spanish-American War helped to lay 
the foundation for creating the assets that Americans enjoy today. 

Mr. Boyxry. They certainly saved all they did have. They cer- 
tainly saved it. It isa good statement. 

Mrs. TRAzENFELD. We have tried to show the contribution, and we 
have tried to show the entitlement. I believe the next and most im- 
portant thing of all is the age of the widows of the Spanish-American 
War and their need. 

The great majority have passed 70 years of age, and the vast majority 
of that group are in need of this pension to live on. You and your 


for 5 or 6 years. 


committee will be informed, and the Veterans’ Administration and 
the Director bg the Budget can tell us that these widows received an 
increase of 71% percent a “couple of years ago and last year an increase 


of 5 maa If the case had been adequate, those increases would 
have been marvelous for our widows, but the base of their pension 
was so low that the increase was only a couple of dollars and hardly 
covered the cost of a loaf of bread each day for a week. They are still 
terrifically in need. | 

When I use the word “need,” I do not mean charity. When I have 
worked a week for a week’s salary, at the end of the week I need that 
salary to cover my expenses. If I have not worked and I have no 
income and need assistance, then I need aid that could be termed 
charity; but, as I told you in the beginning, I feel that they have con- 
tributed, and what they receive is a need ‘to which the 4y are entitled. 
They have a right to share in that which has been created by their 
veteran husbands. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here excerpts from several letters from widows 
that we receive at our headquarters, almost every day of the year. 
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Some of them are very pathetic. I do not believe that it is fair or 
right that I should take up the time of your committee to go through 
all these letters, but, with your permission, I would like to comment 
on a few of them. 

I have one here from a lady who is 75 years of age. She has nothing 
in the world to live on except her pension. She did have three daugh- 
ters. One died at 16, 1 at 23, and 1 at 30 years of age. Now her 
husband has gone. Her life has not been smooth. She is ‘most grateful 
for what she has had, and she is able in the summer to do a little to 
supplement her income, but when the cold weather comes, her arthritis 
cripples her and she is unable to do anything. She needs medical 
attention and is unable to secure it with the pension that she is re- 
ceiving. She would be so grateful if they could see fit to give the 
$75 that we are requesting. 

Others in here are very much on the same order, and, with your 
permission, may I have them entered into the record 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The excerpts referred to ‘follow 7 


Excerpts FromM LETTERS RECEIVED AT HEADQUARTERS, NATIONAL AUXILIARY, 
UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS, FROM WuinoWS OF SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR 
VETERANS 

APRIL 19, 1955. 

DEAR NATIONAL PRESIDENT: Sorry I have gotten so far behind with my dues and 
am so thankful to have back dues remitted. I just could not help getting back. 
I have wanted so much to pay but so many things I have to pay out money for. 
I have been sick in the hospital two winters. When I pay my light, milk, water, 
taxes, and fuel, then buy a few bites of food, the $54.18 is gone. 

Of course, I am thankful for what I get. T hrough the summer I am able to 
do a little sewing but when winter comes I am so tired out that I get a cold easy, 
then doctor’s bills. How good it would seem to have our folks raised to $75? 
Age is creeping up on us. I will soon be 75 years old, but I am thankful that I 
can still sew a little and have my little garden. My Father up in heaven has 
been so good to me. I am yery thankful. I pray God’s blessing on you folks in 
the District of Columbia. 

(Signed) Mrs. Saran A. WILLIAMS. 





Marcu 3, 1955. 
DEAR NATIONAL PRESIDENT: I hope pending bill to increase pensions of Spanish- 
American widows wiil pass. I am 80 years old and I am sick and infirm and 
need the increase very much. 
(Signed) Maser.C. B. FRAzter. 


ee 


[Undated] 


DEAR MADAM PRESIDENT: I have read the item on the pension for Spanish- 
American War widows and I noticed your interest. No doubt you know, as each 
woman does, what it takes to live these days. I amin my 70's. I have arthritis 
and now my blood pressure has gone up to 240° and has been that high for about 
6 weeks. I have to have a doctor at least each week and I am trying to get along 
on my pension. It just can’t be done. I tried keeping track of the groceries 
and a bit of meat for 3 months and, believe me, it proved it just can’t be done. 
I am telling you there were no luxuries included on that list. Then there was 
gas, electric, and water which the pension did not cover at all. What can a poor 
widow do? 

My man was a born soldier and he gave all that was in him to give. When we 
read of the increase in pay for people who have large incomes, how do they 
expect an aged woman to live on this pension a month? Some people may have 
some one to give them a bit of help; others are less fortunate. We had three 
daughters—all died: 1 at 16, 1 at 23, and 1 at 30 years of age. I haven't had 
a very smooth life, but I did have a husband who was loving, thoughtful, and kind. 
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Hope I haven’t done anything wrong by writing you, being down sick and 
worried wondering how to get along. 
Just a brokenhearted widow. 


APRIL 1955. 
DEAR NATIONAL PRESIDENT: Regret I have not been able to pay my dues but I 
have been sick for a couple of years now and have spent 7 months in bed most of 
the time, and it takes about all I can do to live. Doctor's bills, food, and medi- 
cine is so high and I have to get on what I draw. I am not able to do anything 
at all. I can hardly dress myself. I am thankful for having my dues remitted. 
Respectfully, 
(Signed) ApA M. CASON. 


Marcu 1955. 

DrAR NATIONAL PRESIDENT: I am indeed grateful to all members of the national 
organization who are doing all they can for the widows of Spanish-American 
War veterans. I am a lone widow with no family or relatives who can care for 
me. 

I have inquired about a home where widows are accepted but seems there are 
none for widows in Pennsylvania. Do you think you can obtain any informa- 
tion for me? Iam 80 years old but still taking care of myself. I would like to 
go in a home with other old women for our pension has not been enough to live 
on elsewhere. Of course, I am thankful for what I do receive. I do hope and 
pray there is not another economy act as there was in 1933 but I have been 
reading some of the articles in the papers and it seems there is something going on. 

I will thank you for any information you may be able to give about an old 
ladies’ home. 

Sincerely, 
(Signed) Atta M. DOWLING. 

Mrs. TrazENFELD. I am deeply concerned, as is every widow of a 
Spanish-American War veteran—lI am not a widow, thank the Lord— 
with the thought that our commander in chief so ably expressed on 
several occasions, that if there is to be a great cost in anything, or if 
the budget is bs lanced with difficulty, or i if the expenses of the country 
are mounting a little higher than we think they should, immediately 
something must be done with the veteran. 

I do not believe we can be so deeply concerned over the balancing 
of the budget. This morning’s paper refers to the request for this 
$3.5 billion in foreign aid bill. It informs us there are over $10 billion 
left of the $68 billion that has been appropriated, so in addition to the 
$10 billion, they are asking for $3.5 billion more. 

If our concern were so great for our own countr y or for our budget, 
we certainly would not be quite so generous in helping these others. 
We could not be. We could not be if we were afraid that the ec onomy 
of the Nation isin jeopardy. I thought that was food for thought and 
review. 

I believe that we could answer very nicely the question that was 
asked by our distinguished chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Com- 
mittee yesterday as to what we are going to do with all the veterans 
who want hospitalization, the 21 million veterans that we have today. 
Yes; we have more than 21 million veterans. We will have more, I am 
very much afraid. 

However, I contend that if history records its facts correctly, we 
have never even had 50 percent of our veterans w ~ply for aid or medi- 
cal attention, and I do not believe that percentage will increase, be- 
cause our veterans are dying at the rate of 90,000 a year. 

Our people are interested only in one thing, our widows. ‘They want 
to be able to have a roof over their heads, enough food to sustain the 
body, and clothing just to cover the body. It does not have to be in 
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style. It does not have to be up to what they are wearing this year, but 
a cloth coat costs more than they receive for 6 months i in pension, a 
cloth coat that will keep them partially warm; and I stress again the 
fact that the majority of these widows are in need. 

It certainly would be a splendid opportunity for the Congress of 
the United States and for the Veterans’ Affairs Committee to allay the 
fears of many of these widows if they would say, “When you reach a 
certain age, an age at which you are unable to supplement your income 
with your own earnings, you can depend on a certain pension and you 
are not going to be frightened every year that it may be taken away 
from you.” 

There is one letter in here that describes that graphically. In fact, 
since the time of the Revolutionary War, the American people have 
been determined to demonstrate recognition of the sacrifices made by 
those who have served in our Armed Forces; and President Eisen- 
hower, as late as August 28, 1954, said, “I share that determination.” 
That was the quote of the President. 

Abraham Lincoln said the American people “shall care for those 
who have borne the battle, and for his widow, and for his orphan.” 
We do not want charity. We do not come to you with a plea for a 
large pension for our widows. We ask merely that when they have 
reached the age when they are unable to supplement their own pen- 
sions, by any income of their own, you see that they receive a pension 
that they can live on, that they can have three meals a d: ay, and that 
they can have a room or at Jeast a shelter over their heads. 

I thank you very much for the opportunity of coming before you. 
I feel most inadequate in making the appeal for these very deserving 
old, infirm, and helpless women, “and I pray God that He will inspire 
you. 

Mr. Boyxrn. I think you made a very good statement. 

Do you want to ask any questions? 

Mr. Dorn. None whatever, except to compliment the lady. 

Mr. Boyxry. It was a beautiful statement, and I think it is going 
to do a lot of good. Iam mighty glad we were able to hear you this 
morning. We had another meeting, and we put it off. I am going 
to it as soon as we finish. 

I have here a communication from the Deputy Administrator for 
Veterans’ Benefits to the Assistant Administrator for Legislation with 
reference to the average age of widows of veterans. 

Without objection, that will be placed in the record at this point. 

(The communication referred to follows:) 

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FoR LEGISLATION, 
Drpury ADMINISTRATOR FoR VETERANS’ BENEFITS, 
April 20, 1955. 
AVERAGE AGE OF WIDOWS 
1. In compliance with your request relative to the average age of widows 


of specified wars in receipt of compensation or pensions, the following data as 
of September 30, 1954, is furnished : 


War Average age 
RPO COUR so re eS SE ra te. ee 
World War I eet I Baa Mt 2 ee ee ae ae Pe Ree 9S as Es tO 
Spanish-American War _______-__________ peti ee ee pa inate Es FF 


Civil War sis ee eee : pb ictbedeg eae ete: ages. oe 79.3 
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2. Average age shown above for Civil War represents age of a less-than-10- 
percent sample, which is the only data available. 


RaLPpH H. STONE. 


Mr. Boyxrn. Mrs. Shroyer, please. 
STATEMENT OF MRS. JOHN E. SHROYER, SHAMOKIN, PA. 


Mrs. SHroyer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
sorry that I have to end the discussion that came up yesterday and 
this morning. I am Mrs. John E. Shroyer, of Shamokin, Pa. 

There is very little for me to say this morning, Mr. Chairman. 
You have been very patient with us, and since our very efficient sec- 
retary presented the greetings of the organization, I would like to 
present my personal greetings and thank the Government for the 
support they have given us through the years, as well as the various 
committees who have worked for our benefit. 

I have no thought of presenting a lot of figures to you, but will 
endeavor in my own way to ask your consideration of an increase 
from $54.18 toa higher amount. This would be wonderful if it could 
be accomplished. ‘Your kind support of an increase would ease the 
burden and suspense of our widows. 

I can recall when I was a young girl that I did most of the market- 
ing for my mother. I would take the market basket and go to market. 
We had an open market three mornings a week, and for a dollar I 
could bring home a lot of produce. What can you procure now for 
a dollar? Not very much. A loaf of bread now costs 22 cents. A 
pound of butter costs 80 cents. Years ago it was 5 cents a loaf and 
butter was 25 cents a pound. 

Ever ything else needed to keep the body and soul together has gone 
up in price. There is no comparison in the cost of food today and a 
few years ago. 

When a man returned from war years ago and after a short while 
procured a home, he and his wife, with meager, careful living and 
stinting, were able to exist on a small salary. If the husband died 
and the wife was left alone, she naturally had to turn to the Govern- 
ment for aid; and after 3 or 4 months before her pension arrived, in 
many cases the widow was left in dire circumstances and was scarcely 
able to manage until he Ip came. An immediate adjustment had to be 
made because now her finances were considerably lower. That condi- 
tion still applies. 

If a widow lives in her own home, electricity, coal, taxes, insurance, 
and any other expense must come out of that amount she receives 
from the Government. Little is left for food or for medical care, and 
health is neglected very often because she cannot afford medical 
attention. 

There is no need for me to tell you just what it takes to run a home. 
I feel sure none of you ever kept a home on $54 a month. Well, I did. 
My husband worked for Uncle Sam. Now the Government workers 
and postal workers are applying for an increase, and they are having 
difficulty, but when my husband worked for Uncle Sam, he received 
$50 a month the first year he worked, and each year it was raised $10 
until it reached the amount of $110. I reared by family on that 
Thad a large family. 
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I say this because I feel sure that I could not raise them now on the 
amount that I did 25 years ago, nor could you, nor could any widow 
keep body and soul together on $54 a month. 

Recently I rec eived a letter from a lady whose husband has passed 
on. She said, and I quote: 

I saw recently where a bill has been introduced in behalf of the Spanish War 
widows for an increase in their pension for which many of us would be grateful. 
I have been a widow since January 16 and would like more than anything to 
stay in my own home as long asI can. With a little help this would be possible. 
It would mean a great deal to me as this is the only home I have known. I 
am in it for 54 years and, with help, I could remain here in the home I cherish 
so much. 

This is true in this case and in the case of hundreds of others who 
are wholly dependent on the pensions they receive. These women 
are in their twilight years, most of them in their seventies, many of 
them in their eighties. You know that in their time and while they 
were able to work there were no social-security laws, so therefore 
they cannot be included in that category, nor can they secure employ- 
ment at their age; so they are at your mercy. 

Our comrades offered their lives to their countr y and nobly sacrificed 
their all in defense of the country they loved so well. Surely their 
widows deserve your kind consideration. 

Have you not known times when you were not sure which way to 
turn and you cried out from the depth of your heart? All of us live 
our lives with a sense of the desperation in these times. These are 
bewildering and fateful days. We are confronted each day with the 
challenge to live, with a sense of God and a wish to affirm that our 
lives are in keeping with a Heavenly Father; so this morning we 
appeal to you for help for our widows. Please support our bill. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Boryxrn. That is a splendid statement, and I am going to sup- 
port your bill. Mr. Dorn just told me he was, too. 

Mr. Rogers, the vice commander from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. Commander, will you give the reporter your full name and 
title? 


STATEMENT OF W. D. ROGERS, JUNIOR VICE COMMANDER IN CHIEF, 
UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS 


Mr. Rocers. W. D. Rogers, junior vice commander in chief, United 
Spanish War veterans. 

Mr. Chairman and honorable members of the committee, I want 
to thank you for giving me this opportunity to appear before you on 
this matter, and I shall not take up much of vour time. I will confine 
my remarks mostly to the widows of our departed comrades of the 
Spanish-American War. 

In my job with the Spanish War veterans for the past 20 vears I 
have had an opportunity to observe and meet many of the widows of 
these men who have passed on. I find that many of them are barely 
existing on the $54.18 a month that they now receive, many of them 
without any other income whatever except the pension that they 
receive, and you know with the cost of living as it is today that they 

can barely exist, especially if they have many expenses at their age. 
The average age now of our widows is about 74, and at that age 
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they are unable to work and not many of them can benefit by social 
security ; and even if they were able to work, at their age they would 
not be able to find employ: ment. So they have to depend upon this 
pension that they now receive from our Government to exist. 

As I said, in traveling over the country, I have gone into many of 
their homes and visited with them and heard their pleas and talked 
with them. I know that they really need an increase in their income. 
An increase in their pensions would help to tide them over in the 
twilight of their lives, and I know it would be gracefully received 
and very thankfully received. 

I will not take up any more of your time. I just ask you to give 
these women favorable consideration for an increase in their pension. 
I thank you. 

Mr. Boyxry. Thank you so much, Commander. 

We would like to have Adm. Leo W. Hesselman, Naval and Mili- 
tary Order of the Spanish-American War, speak to us. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. LEO W. HESSELMAN (RETIRED), 
NAVAL AND MILITARY ORDER OF THE SPANISH-AMERICAN 
WAR 


Admiral Hesserman. My name is Leo W. Hesselman, of Port 
Washington, N. Y., and I represent the Naval and Military Order of 
the Spanish-Ameri ican War. 

I would like to file my credentials from that organization, showing 
my authority for appearing on their account. 

‘Mr. Boyxry. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document referred to follows :) 


To Whom It May Concern: Str. Pererspure, Fia., March 14, 1955. 

This is to certify that Adm. Leo W. Hesselman is delegated to represent and 
speak for this order before the committees of the United States Congress, or any 
other body, that may be concerned with the welfare or advancement of this 
order. 

Capt. A. W. Osporn, 
Commander in Chief. 

Mr. Boyxry. Admiral, I understand you are a rear admiral, retired, 
is that correct? 

Admiral Hessetman. Of the New York Naval Militia; yes, sir; but 
I do not appear as a representative of any of the defense forces. I 
only represent my fellow veterans of the naval and military order 
and also my comrades of the United Spanish War Veterans. 

Mr. Boyxry. I think that is wonderful, Admiral. We are glad to 
have you here. 

Admiral Hessetman. Our purpose is to testify particularly on the 
merits of the Honorable Barratt O’Hara’s bill, House Joint Resolution 
151. That bill aims to establish pension parity between the temporary 
forces of the Navy in 1898 and the people of comparable service in 
the Army Volunteers. We feel that the same yardstick for estab- 
lishing rewards for service in the war should apply to all branches 
of the service, but as the law stands tod: Ly, no pension is allowed the 
widow of a naval veteran of 1898 who had as much as 89 days of 
actual service, including duty in the war zones. 
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Compared with that, the widow of an Army veteran with no duty 
in a combat area and only 60 days of actual service receives her full 
pension. We think she should receive it, but we do feel that the 
widows of naval people should not be denied pensions if their claims 
are backed up by the same amount of actual service as obtains in the 
case of those Volunteers. 

The discrimination against the Navy in this pension administration 
has grown over the years and now contains that disparity that we are 
appealing from. It first appeared shortly after the war when the 
Secretary of the Navy sent a protest to the Senate, and I would like to 
file his protest as exhibit A. 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document referred to follows:) 


Exiitpirt A 
[From Congressional Record, January 31, 1899, page 1296] 


Navy Department letter submitting draft of extra-pay bill (S. 5863) which later 
became the act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214) 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 23, 1899. 
lion. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman, Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill granting extra pay 
to officers and enlisted men of the temporary force of the Navy, and to recom- 
mend the same to the favorable consideration of the committee. A measure mak- 
ing like provision for the volunteer officers and men of the Army (H. R. 11248) 
unanimously passed the House on the 6th and the Senate on the 7th instant, and 
was approved January 12, 1899 (Public Act No. 14). 

It has not been the custom of this Department to grant to officers and men 
leave of absence before discharge, but all are discharged upon their arrival home, 
or as soon thereafter as practicable. Nearly all those comprising the temporary 
force of the Navy have been discharged, and would not be entitled to the benefits 
of the proposed measure did its provisions not extend to those that have here- 
tofore, as well as those that may be hereafter discharged. 

These officers and men rendered efficient and valuable service to the Govern- 
ment, and merit the same favorable consideration as has been extended to those 
of the Army. Giving to the volunteer Army, for similar service, privileges that 
are withheld from the Navy is a discrimination against the latter class, whose 
services deserve the highest consideration. 

Very respectfully, 
J. D. Lone, Secretary. 


NotTe.—From January 12, 1899, onward, the Army’s General Orders 130 of 
August 29, 1898, granting mustering-out furloughs, was discontinued and corre- 
sponding extra pay was granted by above-mentioned Public Act No. 14 (act of 
January 13, 1899 (30 Stat. 784)). That seems to have been the first time the mus- 
tering-out benefits, accorded by the Army to its volunteers, came to the notice of 
the Navy. 

The act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214), established parity in bounties be- 
tween the Army and Navy. That, however, was disturbed by the act of Septem- 
ber 1, 1922 (H. R. 4, Public Law 294), which made the bounties to the Army, in 
the form of furloughs, pensionable, but did not accord similar treatment to the 
Navy’s bounties, which were in the form of the extra-pay equivalent of the Army’s 
furloughs. 


Admiral HessetMan. In that, he stated: 


Giving to the volunteer Army, for similar service, privileges that are withheld 
from the Navy is a discrimination agaiust the latter class, whose services deserve 
the highest consideration. 

The protest of the Secretary of the Navy in exhibit A prompted 
zction by Congress under which they established parity between the 
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Army and Navy in the matter of rewards for war service by the act of 
March 3, 1899. That went along for some years until about 1920 when 
appeals were made on behalf of some Army widows who were denied 
pensions because the actual service of their veteran husbands had not 
amounted to 90 days. The Congress thereupon produced the act of 
September 1, 1922, in which the furloughs given the volunteers were 
made pensionable. 

It was something new to make those pensionable because the former 
Bureau of Veterans’ Affairs had constantly denied the admission of 
those furloughs as pensionable time. Why should that be? Fur- 
loughs have generally been granted pensionable status, but in this case 
those fur loughs were generally regarded as a bounty. They were not 

sarned furloughs such as one gets in the normal service, getting his 30 
days of furlough per year, but they were a bounty, and the Secretary 
of the Navy in his annual report for the War Department to President 
McKinley, under date of November 29, 1898, termed these furloughs 
as an indulgenc e. 

I think the act of September 1, 1922, nevertheless, was a very de- 
serving one, except that it did a provide pensionable status for the 
bounties given to the Navy. Congress had previously held in the act 
of March 3, 1899, that the Navy should have the same benefits as the 
Army. Most of those Navy men had been paid off by that time, so 
the act retroactively awarded those men extra pay equivalent of the 
furloughs given to the Army. 

The counsel has kindly supplied me with a copy of the report of 
the Veterans’ Administration, No. 91, of April 18, 1955, and I am 
sorry to note that they are again filing their previous letter on this 
same cause which opposes remedying this disparity and inequity 

gainst the Navy. 

“That report, I respectfully submit, does not in any sense justify the 
present law which provides that a naval veteran with 89 days of actual 
service, including duty in the war zone, should not be given parity 
in pension treatment with that accorded to an Army volunteer who 
had no combat duty in the war zone and had only 60 days of actual 
service. 

Pensions are the rewards for actual service, not as rewards for boun- 
ties previously given. I agree with the Veterans’ Administration 

that there was some merit to the conditions brought about by these 
furloughs. Those men went home and returned to their normal pur- 
suits, but. nevertheless, they were on the list of their volunteer organ- 
izations as men absent on furlough, So they had some responsibilities. 
However, I submit that those responsibilities carried no such serious 
imp lications as have been outlined by the Veterans’ Ac lministration. 

The conditions in those days may be summarized by an editorial in 
the Army and Navy Journal of August 20, 1898. They stated: 

The President has been considering with great care the selection of troops to 
be mustered out. It is not difficult to determine the number approximately, as 
about 100,000 men, more or less, can be spared without danger to the service. 

Certainly one would not expect, under the conditions thus prevail- 
ing, that those furloughs were going to hold men under the ob ligation 
to respond to a further call to the colors. 

I would like to offer now our statement of June 8, 1953, and our 
memorandum of July 11, 1954, as exhibits B and C (a paraphrase of 
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these documents is recorded on p. A5320, Congressional Record of 
July 24, 1954). 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 


ExuHisit B 


STATEMENT BY NAVAL AND MILITARY ORDER OF THE SPANISH-AMERICAN War 
IN Support OF REMEDY SOUGHT FOR PENSION INEQUITY AFFECTING NAVAL 
VETERANS OF 1898 


1. Under existing law, a pension could be awarded to the widow of a volunteer 
of the Army who had as little as 30 days of actual service in the Spanish- 
American War. No pension is, however, authorized for a widow of a naval vet- 
eran, who had nearly three times as much of such actual war service, Who was a 
sailor, marine or revenue cutterman, of a status comparable to the volunteer. 

2. This, and other disparities, seem to exist only in cases of 1898 veterans of 
the Spanish-American War, who were demobilized during the significant period 
of August 29, 1898, to January 13, 1899, when the Army granted mustering-out 
furloughs, which were not in effect under the Navy. In accordance with the 
Navy’s request (p. 1296, Congressional Record, 1899), the act of March 3, 1899 
(30 Stat. 1214), authorized the Navy to retroactively grant men, discharged 
during the “significant period,” August 29, 1898, to January 13, 1899, the extra 
pay equivalent of the mustering-out furloughs allowed by the Army. This 
seemed, at the time, a practical way of establishing parity in mustering-out 
benefits between the two services. No disparity seems to exist for men released 
after the “significant period.” 

3. Later, when the act of September 1, 1922 (H. R. 4, Public Law 294) was 
being formulated, provision was made in section 5 thereof that the Army’s mus- 
tering-out furloughs “shall be included in determining the period of pensionable 
service” (statement of May 8, 1935, by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, 
to the House Committee on Pensions). This provision was made retroactive 
to dates of pension applications previously filed. No corresponding treatment 
was provided for the Navy’s mustering-out benefits, thus creating the disparity 
which is still plaguing a few pension claimants, based on war service under the 
Navy in 1898. 

4. An idea of how this disparity developed, and how it worked out in pensions, 
for men released from service during the “significant period,” August 29, 1898, 
to January 13, 1899, whose service included duty overseas, may be gained from 
consideration of a few possible cases under existing law, as follows: 


Army: Volunteer | “®¥¥Y: Sailor, marine, or revenue cutter 


man 
ime 
(a) Mustering out benefit Furlough ; | Extra pay equivalent of furlough. 
(4) Status of mustering out benefit under the | Pensionable ...| Not pensionable. 
law. 
To veteran | To widow | To veteran To widow 
slices aale Saini - Prewitt ceniitins —-_--— siecle 
(c) Pensions allowed for officially re- | | | | 
corded actual service: | | 
10 days actual service 70-day pension.| No pension No pension No pension. 
30 days actual service_- Full pension Full pension do... Do. 
69 davs actual service : do do » ade Do, 
89 days actual service ..do ; Loe 70-day pension Do. 
90 days actual service do___. 4 ss Full pension Full pension. 


There were probably no discharged veterans who served outside the United 
States, who had as little as 10 days, or even as little as 30 days, of actual service, 
but if there were any, the law seems to authorize treating them as above 
indicated. 

5. A theory has been advanced that the furloughs allowed the Volunteers 
released in 1898 were mainly to enable the Government to recall the men if 
necessary. Most of these Volunteers were State militiamen of the National 
Guard who could, presumably, be recalled to duty by the President, under the 
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same constitutional authority that permitted their call to duty in the first 
instance. Such a theory seems to beg the question as to why troops who had 
duty overseas were given 2 months of furlough, while those who had been 
retained within the United States were given only 1 month. If this was a 
matter of holding troops subject to call, it would seem that the holding time 
should have been the same or, perhaps, shorter for those who had served overseas. 
In September 1898, when Col. Theodore Roosevelt was at Montauk Point awaiting 
demobilization, he and his Rough Riders seemed to regard the furloughs as u 
gift, according to news reports at the time, and they expressed opposition because 
of the inconvenience to men after return to peacetime pursuits, by having them 
report at end of furloughs, from various parts of the country, to whatever 
command posts might be set up for that purpose. Similar sentiments, later on, 
caused discontinuance of the furloughs by act of Congress of January 13, 1899 
(30 Stat. 784), which provided that thereafter the extra pay equivalent of the 
furloughs would be awarded men on release from active duty. 

6. It is assumed that the mustering-out furloughs granted by the Army were 
in part, intended to offset intervals between dates the members of the National 
Guard reported at State mobilization centers, and until mustered into United 
States service, by olticers of the Regular Army. There were intervals of that 
kind in the Navy also, especially in cases of merchant ships chartered for 
conversion into scout cruisers and other class ships. In some instances the 
personnel of such ships were invited to volunteer for enrollment in the Navy, 
and those accepted were at once sworn in and assigned to duty, under naval 
orders. The naval commanding officers of such ships were fully justified by the 
urgency of their orders, and by precedent, to accept these men and assign them 
to naval duties hefore the formal paperwork of enrolling them could be officially 
accomplished. Where such ships immediately proceeded to sea, under peremptory 
orders to search for the enemy fleet, the formal official enrollments were delayed 
until many weeks after their duties under naval orders began. Many of these 
men served in the Navy for some 125 days, but were officially credited with less 
than 90 days of actual service. They seem to have been further penalized by the 
disparity mentioned above in paragraph 3. If that disparity were remedied 
their pension inequities would seem to disappear. 





EXHIBIT C 


MEMORANDUM, JULY 11, 1954 


Some particulars of how the pension discrimination against naval veterans 
of the Spanish-American War came about: 

(a) Beginning August 29, 1898, the Army granted mustering-out furloughs 
to its Volunteers, 2 months being allowed those who served overseas, and 1 month 
te those who served only within the United States boundaries. The Secretary 
of War, in reporting this to the President, termed these furloughts an “indul- 
gence.” No similar grant was made to the temporary forces of the Navy, at 
that time. 

(b) The act of January 13, 1899 (30 Stat. 784), operated to terminate any 
further granting of mustering-out furloughs, and authorized that the equivalent 
of same be granted to Volunteers of the Army, in the form of extra pay, on 
muster out of service. This was, in part, responsive to the reactions of the 
Volunteers, as expressed by one of them, that “if the furlough is intended as 
an honor or reward, it is not so accepted or considered,” and further that “if a 
reward is intended, it would be best given by allowing on muster out 1 or 2 
months’ additional pay. Such a reward would be substantial and fully appre 
ciated” (p. 444, Congressional Record; January 6, 1899). 
for the Navy was included in the act. 

(c) The act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1214), authorized that the benefits 
granted Volunteers of the Army, mentioned above, be granted to the temporary 
forces of the Navy in the form of the extra pay equivalent of the furloughs, 
making it retroactive to the date when the Army’s furloughs began. This was, 
in part, responsive to the protest of the Secretary of the Navy that “giving to 
the Volunteer Army, for similar service, privileges that are withheld from the 
Navy is a discrimination against the latter class” (p. 1296, Congressional 


No similar grant 


Record; January 31, 1899). It may be noted that this act seemed to have 
disposed of the disparity in treatment accorded to men of the Army and Navy 
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on muster out of service; and reestablished the long-standing policy, of Congress, 
that rewards to veterans of * * * our wars shall be the same to all. 

(d) The act of September 1, 1922 (H. R. 4, Public No. 294), seems to have 
disturbed the parity set up by the act of March 3,1899. Neither of the mustering- 
out benefits (furloughs or extra pay above-mentioned) had been given pen- 
sionable status, until, by the act of September 1, 1922, Congress provided that 
the mustering-out furloughs be included in determining the number of days 
served, making it retroactive to cover pension applications previously filed. 
No provision was made for like treatment of the extra pay retroactively awarded 
to men discharged by the Navy during the period that the mustering-out fur- 
loughs were in effect. It appears that “many claims of widows filed under the 
Spanish War Widows Service Pension Act of July 16, 1918, and under the first 
Veterans Act of June 5, 1920, were rejected because there was less than 90 days’ 
service credited to the veteran after deducting the period of his furlough. To 
avoid discrimination in these cases, the Congress provided in section 5 of the 
act of September 1, 1922, that all leaves of absence and furloughs (under War 
Department General Orders 130, AGO 1898) should be counted as actual service. 
This principle was incorporated in all subsequent legislation granting inc reases 
to veterans and dependents of veterans of the Spanish-American War” (from 
statement of May 8, 1935, filed with the House Committee on Pensions by Brig. 
Gen. F. T. Hines, Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs). The Navy has never 
been given the benefit of this principle and the dependents of the naval veterans 
of 1888 are today suffering from that omission. That left the law so that no 
pension is allowed the widow of a naval veteran of the combat area who had 
as much as 89 days of actual service. As compared with that, the widow of 
an Army Volunteer, with no duty in the combat zone and only 60 days of actual 
service, very properly receives full pension. This discrimination, however, seems 
grossly unfair to the Navy. 

Leo W. HESSELMAN, 
Port Washington, N. Y. 


Admiral HessetMAN. Hostilities in the war with Spain were sus- 
pended by protocol with Spain on August 12, 1898, some 4 months 
after the war was declared. That was pretty short and brief work on 
somebody’s part. 

Mr. Boykiyx. Do you remember Richmond Pearson Hobson ? 

\dmiral HessetmMan. I certainly remember him. 

Mr. Boyxry. He was from my State. I lived 50 miles from him. I 
was one of his pallbearers. 

Admiral Hesserman. He was a very fine gentleman. 

Mr. Boykin. He was in Congress, you know. 

Admiral Hessetaan. Yes, | know. He was a man of the very 
highest character. I must say we are all pround to have been associ- 
ated with him. 

Mr. Boyxry. He was a captain. 

Admiral Hessetman. He was then a lieutenant, I believe, when he 
was salvaging the Spanish cruiser Maria Theresa. My ship joined 
in that operation, and in Guantanamo Bay we located the eaike area 
where she could rest at anchor and would not sink too far if she 
happened to spring a leak. 

We must not forget that the credit for these prompt results were 
due in part to ours being a hundred percent volunteer force, men 
who were in the Armed Forces because they wanted to share in the 
national defense. Furthermore, the fullest use was made of the 
skills of the volunteers, thus saving much time and expense that would 
have been incurred if long periods of training had been required. 

There are a very small number of people who would be benefited 
by House Joint Resolution 151, these being mostly widows. The 
prospective beneficiaries, about 100 veterans ‘and widows, claim pen- 
sion rights under three different kinds of service conditions as follows : 








mm 
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SCOUT CRUISER MEN ON SHIPS CHARTERED BY THE NAVY 


Service in the Navy on the United States ships S¢. Louis, Yale, 
and Harvard was an important sea duty-in the war zone for some 
125 days. However, these ships were commissioned by the Navy; were 
manned and fitted with naval guns, small arms and search lights; 
supplied with coal, oil, ammunition, foodstuffs and other supplies 
and sent to sea in the phenomenal time of only 3 or 4 days after being 
taken from the owners. 

In the haste of getting these ships into service to scout for the 
Spanish fleet, it was simply impossible to go through all the normal 
formalities that would go into organizing a man of war; and it was 
necessary to follow some non-regulation procedure in enrolling the 
crews. Some particulars about this are given in our Statement of 
12 September 1950, which I offer as Exhibit D. 

Mr. Boyxry. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT BEARING ON PENSION IMPAIRMENT AFFECTING NAVAL VETERANS OF 
THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR WHO SERVED ON THE U. S. S. “St. Louts,” 
U.S. S. “HARVARD,” AND U. S. S. “YALE”; AND THEIR INTEREST IN HouSE JOINT 
RESOLUTION 225 AND SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 179, Sist CONGRESS 


1. There are about 25 honorably discharged veterans, including a few widows 
of deceased veterans, who claim eligibility for pensions on the basis of about 
120 days of war service in the United States Navy, on the seout cruisers St. 
Louis, Harvard, and Yale during the Spanish-American War. Their claims 
appear to be effective, however, because they have officially been credited 
with less than 90 day of service. The difference between time of service 
claimed, and that officially credited, is due to the fact that their formal 
shipping articles were not ofiicially executed until many weeks after they 
volunteered, were accepted, were sworn to allegiance and assigned to duty by 
officers of the Navy, on the ships mentioned. This delay appears to have been 
due to the exigencies of war, and not the result of any neglect on the part of 
the veterans concerned. 

2. The three ships involved in this problem, together with the U. S. S. St. 
Paul, were taken over by the Navy as charterer, from the International Navi- 
gation Co. (The American Line), on terms which included a provision that they 
would be “manned, victualled, and supplied at the expense of the charterer.” 
Upon taking them over, the ships were fitted with naval guns, manned, coaled, 
and otherwise supplied, and were sent to sea as high-speed scouts on naval war 
missions. For convenience the following particulars are tabulated: 


Name of ship | Dates of pertinent events in 1898 


a sit . meatvead United States 
Arrived Char- Sailed Decom- a oe ~ “y 
- . | , nt « 
In Navy In merchant marine from tered by | on war mis- | Ceneaas 
England Navy missions sioned 





| j 
Oe Pen ae aes _.-| St. Paul_.__- ..----| Apr. 16 | Apr. 16 | May 15 | Sept. : >. D. Sigsbee. 


j 
ee eee St. Louis Apr. 24 Apr. 27 | Apr. 30 do ). F. Goodrich. 
Harvard_-_.-_-... cp OO TOUR: oc: do o£ do do S. Cotton. 


.-| Paris. ofan , Apr. 30 do_..... May 2) Aug. ; V.C. Wise. 


3. The intent of the Navy as to manning ships taken over for war service in 
1898, may be evidenced by the following: 

(a) When the South American War became imminent, the then Commodore 
George Dewey, at Hong Kong, sought authority to augment his squadron by the 
acquisition of two supply steamers. The Navy Department instructed him 
thereon by despatch on April 5, 1898, as follows: 

“Purchase immediately Nanshan and one more vessel for supply. Charge 
special appropriation. Send the receipt to the Department. Enlist for special 
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service if possible 1 year unless sooner discharged the crew. Detach and order 
to assume command of each an officer. Arm if possible. War may be declared. 
Condition very critical. Long.’ (From Admiral Dewey and the Manila Cam- 
paign, Naval Historical Foundation, 1947.) 

(b) The time of about 1 month occupied by the St. Paul’s conversion and 
preparation for sea permitted observing the normal process for enrollment of 
volunteers. The entries in the record of the initia] watch on ihe ship, under 
naval command, for April 20, 1898, while at Cramp Shipyard, Philadelphia, as 
shown in the official log book, are shown as being of interest: 


“MERIDIAN to 4 p. m. 
At 2:30 hoisted captain’s pennant and put St. Paul in commission for sea 
service by order of the Secretary of the Navy. The following officers are on 
board: Capt. C. D. Sigsbee, commanding; Lt. Comdr, William H. Driggs, USN, 
executive officer; Naval Cadet W. T. Cluverius, USN. A board of officers is now 
on board for examination and enlistment of the crew. Workmen from the yard 
making alterations to mount the battery. 


W. H. Dries, Lieutenunt Commander, USN.” 
(Note: The St. Paui’s crew were all allowed full pension eligibility.) 


4. When the St. Louis, Harvard, and Yale were taken over by the Navy, the 

importance of searching for the Spanish squadron, then enroute to the Western 
Atlantic, had apparently become very acute, with the result that the fitting of the 
ships with guns, loading of ammunition, manning, coaling, and other preparations 
were accomplished in the phenomenal time of 3 days. The merchant crews 
volunteered for war service in the Navy. A number of the volunteers were 
accepted, examined, sworn to allegiance, and assigned to duty on board, under 
naval orders, on or about the dates the ships were taken over. It was at that 
time, on the last days in April 1898, when it may be said, the veterans concerned 
began their de facto war service in the Navy. Unfortunately, with the crews 
working night and day to prepare the ships for sea, it appears to have become 
necessary to postpone the formal completion of their enrollment in the Navy. 
As un expedient, arrangements were then made with the American Line to take 
up these volunteers on the payroll of the line, subject to later reimbursement by 
the Navy. There seems to be no doubt, however, that the Navy continued in the 
capacity of employer, with the line acting as paymaster. A considerable time 
later the Navy shipping articles were formally compieted, but were not predated 
to the time when the duty for Navy began. The result of all this, not foreseen 
at the time, is that the Navy now appears to be estopped from certifying, to the 
Veterans’ Administration, the de facto service of about 120 days which these 
veterans performed in the Navy and under naval orders. None of them seem to 
have full pension eligibility for which 90 days’ service is required, and quite a 
few do not have the minimum pension eligibility for which 70 days’ service credit 
is needed. 
5. The War Department General Orders 130 of August 29, 1898, directed that 
“leaves of absence for 60 days and furloughs for the same period will be granted 
all officers and enlisted men of organizations which have served beyond the 
limits of the United States, and 30 days to officers and men of organizations 
which have not served beyond the limits of the United States when such organ- 
izations are ordered to be mustered out of service.” In accordance with prece- 
dent this operated to allow extra pay, and a corresponding addition of construc- 
tive pensionable service time. This was, of course, a generous mark of appre- 
ciation to the troops for their prompt mobilization to the colors, when the country 
needed them. This action was probably also justified as a matter of fairness for 
at least two reasons: (@) As recognition of the great variety of useful skills 
possessed by the troops, which saved the Government the expense of training 
that would have been incurred, if these skills had been developed while the men 
were on the Army payroll; and they also had some influence in shortening the 
period of the war; and (0b) as credit for time served by troops in militia status, 
after being mobilized under State orders, to ready them for later muster into 
the Federal service. 

6. At a later period it appears to have come to the notice of Congress that there 
seem to have been equally valid justifications for the grant of the aforementioned 
terminal leaves and furloughs in the Navy. Subsequent legislation seems to have 
resulted in a grant of the extra pay, but not the addition of corresponding pen- 
sionable constructive service time that the Army volunteers received. Now, to 
equalize for that added pensionable time, joint resolutions have been introduced 
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in the 81st Congress, House Joint Resolution 225, by the Honorable J. A. MeGuire 
in the House; and Senate Joint Resolution 179 by the Honorable F. J. Myers in 
the Senate. These measures are intended to put naval veterans of the Spanish- 
American War on the same pension footing as the volunteers of the Army under 
War Department General Orders 130 of August 29, 1598. 

7. The Judge Advocate General of the Navy submitted a report on the House 
Joint Resolution 225 to the Honorable Carl Vinson, chairman, House Armed 
Services Committee. dated August 11, 1949, explaining the effect of past legisla- 
tion bearing on same. He submitted, for consideration by the committee, an 
outline of a form of amendment to House Joint Resolution 225, which would 
probably make that bill more clearly responsive to the problem it is intended 
to solve. This would, presumably, also be applicable to Senate Joint Resolution 
179. His suggestion is that the text following the resolving clause of the bill 
be changed to read— 

“That in the administration of the pension laws or any laws conferring rights, 
privileges, or benefits upon persons honorably discharged from the United 
States naval or military service, the length of active service of each person who 
was a member of the temporary forces of the United States Navy during the war 
with Spain and was honorably discharged from the United States Navy during 
the period that general orders numbered 130 of the War Department, dated 
August 29, 1898, was in effect, shall be held and considered to be extended by a 
period of time equivalent to that granted Army personnel with comparable sery- 
ice as leave or furlough by the said general orders.” The comment is offered 
that House Joint Resolution 225 and Senate Joint Resolution 179, if amended in 
this manner, would afford an equitable remedy for the plight of the surviving 
veterans (including widows of veterans) mentioned in the first paragraph of 
this statement. 

8. Examination of records in the Archives Building in Washington, D. C., 
discloses that the only “smooth” regulation Navy log book available to represent 
these four scout cruisers is one of the St. Paul covering the period of her opera- 
tions in the Navy, April 20—September 2, 1898. The available records for the 
other three ships seem incomplete and mostly of nonregulation pattern, doubtless 
due to the hurried conversion of the ships to naval use, mentioned in paragraph 
4 hereof. Some excerpts from the records in the Archives Building follow: 


Vuster Roll Book, U. S. S. “Yale,” June 10—September 7, 1898 


When re 
ceived 
on board 


Rating Date enlisted W here entered Received 


f NW 
from 


Anderson, John June 10,1898 | Newport News, Va U.S.S. Vale 
Caesar, Albert H ..-do ...do ‘ ...do ; .-.do Do. 
Devere, Raymond Seaman_.. June 11, 1898 do 4 do . June 11, 1898 
Kunz, Edward WRC June 18, 1898 do do June 18, 1898 


Lange, Robert_-. W Banna June 17, 1898 |_....do___. ..-.do .. June 17,189 


June 10, 1898 





Norte.—On final page ‘Approved W. C. Wise, Captain Cdg.’’ Names shown are only a few that were 
chosen from the record to serve as specimens. Though the men were shown as received on various dates in 


June 1898, survivors of the crew assert that they were actually on board and performing duty from the date 
the Navy took the ship over. 


ROUGH LOG BOOK, UNITED STATES SHIP “YALE” (NONREGULATION FORM) 


May 2, 1898. “1 p. m.: mustered crew. 2:15 Captain Wise, USN, took com- 
mand. The company’s house flag being hauled down and a Navy pennant hoisted. 
Stevedores coaling ship. 5:20 stopped coaling. 5: 26left dock. Half speed 5: 39, 
Full speed 5: 41. * * * Set course SE %4 E. * * *.” 

May 8, 1898. “12 noon fired five shots at pursued steamer. 12:03 steamer 
stopped and hoisted Spanish colors. 12:08 steamer boarded by Lieutenant Keyes 
and Mr. Rogers, and proved to be Spanish steamer Rita with coal and general 
eargo from Liverpool via Corunna bound to San Juan and was formally seized 
by Captain Wise, USN. 1:55 Mr. Porter with Mr. Walcott took command. Mr. 
H. D. Heaverfield and Mr. E. Kilgore, engineers. J. O’Connell, T. Kelley, and A. 
Berg, seamen; and McAllister and Franey, marines went to assist Mr. Porter. 
2:05 Rita proceeded toward Charleston, S. C.” 


61734—55——__12 
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ROUGH LOG BOOK, UNITED STATES SHIP “ST. LOUIS’ (NONREGULATION FORM) 


June 10, 1898, Recorded capture of steamer Twickenham with coal for the 
Spanish squadron. Mentioned as members of the prize crew: Ensign Payne in 
charge, Mr. M. McGinn and Mr. J. Campbell, engineers. 

September 2, 1898. “3:30 p.m. Commander Randle put the ship out of com- 
mission and turned her over to Mr. J. Doran, representative of the American 
Line. * * * 4). m. Tug alongside to take marines away.” 

The group of veterans mentioned in the first paragraph hereof, feel they 
are the victims of an injustice arising from the hasty manner in which they were 
recruited, resulting in delays in the execution of their formal shipping articles, 
for which delays they do not appear to be responsible. The enactment of House 
Joint Resolution 225 and Senate Joint Resolution 179 would seem to afford a 
well-merited relief for their problem. The Naval and Military Order of the Span- 
ish American War hereby strongly urges that the Congress take favorable action 
on these resolutions. 

10. This statement is mainly based on (a) oral statements by some of the vet- 
erans concerned, mentioned in the first paragraph hereof; (0) records seen in 
the Archives Building in Washington, D. C.; (c) written account of December 
13, 1948, by Mr. Michael McGrath of 372 East 32d Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. (one of 
the veterans concerned who served on the United States Ship Harvard) ; 
and (d) booklet In War, In Peace issued by the American Line late in 1898. 
While very little of this statement is based on personal knowledge of the under- 
signed, it is nevertheless believed to be correct in its essentials. 


NAVAL AND MILITARY ORDER OF THE SPANISH AMERICAN WAR. 
LEo W. HESSELMAN, Historian-in-Chief of the Order. 


Admiral HessetmMan. In the next category are the “Men of the 
Revenue Cutter Service.” They were on armed revenue cutters which 
were on duty with the Navy for the period of the war. The pension 
claimants under this head served in the cutters for more than 90 days. 
Their ships were returned to Treasury Department jurisdiction by 
executive order of August 17, 1898, on which date their credit for w 


service was cut off. 

On August 17, 1898, when that Executive order was issued, some of 
those ships were underway on cruises, which began under naval juris- 
diction. These men respectfully submit that the ordinary practice 
in seagoing affairs would seem to justify no change being made in 
their status until the arrival of their ships at the port of destination. 
The contrary holding has reduced their pensionable time to less than 
90 days. although they had served more than that time, when these 
cruises ended at destination. 

To give you a little background on that, in 1898 and earlier years 
the Navy had no recruiting stations in the various cities on the Great 
Lakes. "These claimants are mostly men from Cleveland. So these 
men wanted to join the Navy and there was no naval recruiting 
station, but they learned that here were two ships fitting out, the 
Algonquin and the Onondaga; and that they were in naval service. 
They had been transferred to the Navy from the Revenue Cutter 
Service. So they were enrolled on those ships and thought they were 
in the Navy, which, as a matter of fact, they were. 

I can understand why they would be confused afterward, when 
they were given Revenue Cutter discharges. 

Then the third category represents the “Naval Militia and other 
Naval Veterans.” This covers members of the State Naval Militia 
organizations who were enrolled in the temporary force of the Navy 
in 1898. Many of the States mobilized their Naval Militia on decla- 
ration of war and undertook local defense activities in harbor areas 
until such time as men could be formally enrolled in the Navy. 
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An example of one condition is afforded by the annual report of the 
adjutant general of the State of New York for 1898, on page 239 of 
which, he states that— 


the crew for the monitor Nahant served from the 1st of April to the 29th of that 
month before it was mustered into the Navy, and certain of the officers who 
had been on board the vessel from the time she left Long Island did not receive 
their orders to the monitor until June 14. 

All of that smacks of what you gentlemen have frequently heard 
and what I think Members of Congress are generally agreed on, that 
the records of the services in 1898 were not very complete. The men 
who served in the Navy, including the Nav al Militia, and on the 
revenue cutters have apparently been affected by the same trouble. 

Last evening, I visited the National Archives to have another look 
at the logbooks of the U.S. S. St. Louis, one of the vessels chartered 
in 1898 from the American Line. Right from the beginning those 
logbooks tell of the crew being exercised at rifle practice, installing 
6- -pound naval guns, taking on ammunition, and of being engaged in 
other man-of-war activities. 

Then when they got to sea, even in the first 2 or 3 days of their 
cruise, the names of several ships are mentioned which were stopped 
and examined. 

Some people have the idea those vessels were just on a merchant 
cruise. 

Mr. Boyx1n. Who stopped them and examined them ? 

Admiral Hessetman. The St. Louis stopped these merchant ships 
and she had her guns to enforce her authority, and she was under 
command of a naval captain ; but if she had been captured by a Span- 
iard, they might have given rather short shrift, if there was any 
irregularity about the way the crew had been enrolled. 

I would like to file with the committee a letter by a veteran of the 
Harvard 

Mr. Boykin. Admiral, we would like to have you put anything in 
the record you like, that you think would be helpful. 

Admiral Hessetman. Thank you, sir—which he sent to the Board 
for the Correction of Naval Records in the Navy Department, under 
date of February 26, 1955, and the reply thereto of the Board for 
Correction of Naval Records, dated March 2, 1955, as exhibits E and F. 

Mr. Borxry. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 


ExHisit E 


ForEst HIr1s, N. Y., February 26, 1955. 
Mr. CHARLES E. CURLEY, 
Erecutive Secretary, 
Board of Correction of Naval Records, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. CurtEy: Answering your favor of January 5, 1955, it has seemed to 
me that the Board’s mimeographed letter of early November 1951, rejecting or 
disallowing the claims of veterans who served on the St. Louis, Harvard, and Yale 
in 1898, has been largely canceled out by subsequent findings of the Board. Since 
that letter was issued the claims of several officers of the St. Louis are understood 
to have been reviewed by the Board and the corrections requested have been made. 

Just why my services on the Harvard should be questioned because the com- 
manding officer of the Yale reports some difficulty with part of his crew or because 
some of them were unwilling to enlist in the Navy I cannot understand. Why 
should the Board hold me responsible for what happened on the Yale? 
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The National Archives’ letter of June 24, 1954, by Mr. Frank E. Bridgers, Jr., 
of General Reference Section, established the fact that I signed on for the naval 
cruise in the Harvard on April 24, 1898, and that I was later formally enrolled 
in the Navy on June 22, 1898, in that ship. Upon my discharge from the Navy on 
September 3, 1898, I had completed 131 days of honorable naval service in the 
U. S. S. Harvard, that is submitted as being a fact which has not been specifically 
controverted by the Board. 

President McKinley’s declaration that the United States would not employ 
privateers in 1898; the basic contracts with the American Line about taking over 
their ships; the practice observed in the U. S. 8. St. Paul; and the instructions 
cabled to Admiral Dewey about converting merchant ships to naval use; all indi- 
eate that only naval personnel would man naval ships in 1898. It is my under- 
standing that the Navy regulations contain many instructions governing person- 
nel on naval ships, but one that would even approximate the interpretations on 
page 3 of the Board’s November 1951 letter, of what happened in 1898 with respect 
to the St. Louis, Harvard, and Yale. 

May I suggest that the nonregulation manner in which I was enrolled in the 
Navy was necessary in the haste that prevailed in getting the Harvard converted 
to naval use and off to sea in 4 days. Certainly, the Navy was not exposing me 
to the risk of having me serve as a Civilian in a purely military mission. If the 
wrong procedure was followed in enrolling me, then I must disclaim any respon- 
sibility for that. It seems to me I was justified in the belief that when the Navy 
invited me to volunteer for service and I accepted, they would enroll me in the 
proper manner. Certainly, I had no choice as to the manner of enrollment or 
payment of wages. 

Will you kindly let me have the benefit of your further advice as to what I 
must do to obtain the correction of my record to agree with facts? 

Yours sincerely, 
W. A. WAGENHAUSER. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
Boarp FOR CORRECTION OF NAVAL REcORDS, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1955. 
Mr. W. A. WAGENHAUSER, 
Forest Hills, N. Y. 

My Dear Mr. WAGENHAUSER: This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of 
February 26, 1955. 

You have pointed out that records of the National Archives establish the fact 
that you signed on for the naval cruise in the U. S. S. Harvard on April 24, 1898. 
This fact does not prove that you were a member of the naval service, however, 
as of that date. Navy Department records show that you enlisted on June 22, 
1898, after agreements were entered into in June 1898 between the International 
Navigation Co. and the United States whereby enlistments of the crew of the 
U.S. 8. Harvard, among other vessels, were authorized. 

It was not intended in our previous letters to imply that your services should 
be questioned, or that you should be held responsible for what happened on the 
U. S. S. Yale. The identical problem is involved in the consideration of ‘naval 
service” of the crew members of the U. 8S. 8S. Yale as well as the U. 8. S. Harvard. 
It would have been useless to process all of the applications to the Board when 
the problem could be fully considered by reviewing the records of a few of the 
applicants who are in the same category as you. The same result undoubtedly 
would have been reached if your record had been reviewed instead of the records 
of the former members of the U. S. S. Yale. 

Some of the former members of the U. 8S. S. St. Lowis were successful in their 
applications to this Board inasmuch as documentary evidence was produced to 
show that their commanding officer had promised to recommend them for warrant 
grade, and he was unable to carry out his intentions as he had planned. 

I regret that I am unable to advise you as to what you must do to obtain the 
desired correction of your record. The agreements discussed in the mimeo- 
graphed letter of November 1, 1951, appear to be an insurmountable obstacle, as 
this Board is limited to consider only the available documentary evidence in each 
ease. Congress never acted to grant relief to the former naval Spanish-American 
War veterans, including yourself, and this Board attempts to correct errors and 
injustices recognizable under pertinent statutes and regulations. It can only be 
suggested that you petition the Congress for relief of what appears to you to be 
an inequitable situation. 
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If you are ever in Washington, D. C., a member of the staff will be happy to 
discuss your case fully with you. 
Sincerely yours, 
CHARLES E. CURLEY, 
Eevecutive Secretary 
(By direction of the Chairman). 

Admiral Hessetman. The Navy, in that last named one, apparently 
found it very difficult to find a relief for the problem of this man, and 
they said: 

It can only be suggested that you petition the Congress for relief of what ap- 
pears to you to be an inequitable situation. 

Gentlemen, I think a very brief summarization of this situation is 
that the men of the Harvard, the Yale, and the St. Louis served in 
every way as members of the naval force. They were under naval 
orders and had been enrolled by the Navy. They had volunteered 
for duty with the Navy, and they were under naval discipline. 

There is only one taint, and that is they were enrolled in a somewhat 
nonregulation manner. 

Likewise with these revenue cutter men ; it would seem there is some 

ustice owing there, in that they served over 90 days and in good faith 

1 ad joined what they thought was the Navy, and what was the Navy 
when they joined it, for the period of the war. It does seem a little 
harsh to cut those men off, before arrival at part of destination, while 
they were on a cruise begun under naval jurisdiction. 

They could not change their status. They were attached to these 
ships, and they had to go through with them. If the date of comple- 
tion of service on those cutters was allowed them as pensionable time, 
they would have credit for more than 90 days of service. 

In puzzling over that, it seems to me there may be some solution, 
and I have prepared a memorandum which I would like to submit as 
exhibit G, under the title “Some Notes on Legislation That Might Be 
Required to Extend Recognition as Service for the Navy, of Duties 
About Which Some Question Seems to Exist and W hich, In Some 
Instances, The Navy’s Board For Correction of Naval Records Finds 
That Relief Be Sought By Petition to Congress.” 

Mr. Borxrn. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The memorandum referred to follows:) 


UXHIBIT G 


SOME NOTES ON LEGISLATION THAT MIGHT BE REQUIRED To EXTEND RECOGNITION 
AS SERVICE FOR THE NAVY, oF DuTIES ABOUT WHICH SOME QUESTION SEEMS TO 
EXIST AND WHICH, IN SOME INSTANCES, THE NAVy’s BOARD FOR CORRECTION OF 
NAVAL RECORDS FINDS THAT RELIEF BE SouGHT By PETITION TO CONGRESS 


To clarify the pension status of service in the Navy, during the Spanish-Ameri- 
can War in 1898, which, because of the exigencies of war, did not entirely con- 
form to Navy Regulations, authority is hereby established to credit such service 
as pensionable, under the following conditions: 

(@) On ships chartered by the Navy for war service, from private owners who 
were ae by United States laws to so charter their ships, when required 
by the Navy, which ships were— 

(1) so chartered under basic charter agreements, requiring that they 
would be manned by the Navy; 

(2) were officially commissioned as vessels of the Navy in the normal 
course ; 

(3) were commanded by officers of Navy; 

(4) were fitted with naval guns by the Navy; 
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(5) were all primarily employed as naval scouts and, as might befall, 
on such other naval activities as cutting cables off enemy ports, capturing 
merchant vessels carrying contraband, transporting enemy prisoners of war, 
and were exclusively operated during the charter period as ships of the 
Navy and under naval orders but, because of exigencies of war, some of 
the personnel thus serving on board were initially enrolled in a nonregula- 
tion manner, to avoid delays (that might ensue) in promptly sending such 
ships to sea on urgent naval missions, within 5 days after the ships were 
taken over by the Navy from their private owners ; and 

(b) On Treasury Department revenue cutters engaged in war service for the 
Navy; from August 17, 1898, when an Executive order transferred several of 
the revenue cutters back to Treasury Department jurisdiction including some 
that were underway on cruises; until the completion of such cruises that began 
in naval status, prior to the date of such Executive order. 


Admiral Hessetman. That exhibit G is only an informal suggestion, 
but if your subcommittee want to entertain it, 1 would be glad to re- 
main here, or return on call, for assisting them in whatever way might 
be required, 

Mr. Boyxin. Thank you, Admiral. I will take it up with the com- 
mittee. 

Admiral Hesseuman. I have one other angle to ‘illustrate the taut- 
ness of the pension administration on some occasions. I am not finding 
any fault with the Veterans’ Administration. My experience with 
them is that they are pretty broad with us, and they are very decent. 

Mr. Boykin. They are all right. 

Admiral Hessetman. However, here is the story, a man who ap- 
peared before a Senate committee some years ago, which I would like 
to file as exhibit H. 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(‘The document referred to follows :) 


EVALUATION OF DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE BY THE LATE MICHAEL McGInNnN, HEARING 
OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, SEPTEMBER 30, 1943, Brix S. 714 


DOCUMENT A 


Notes from Mr. McGinn's diary for time of service on U. S. S. St. Louis, page 6 
of the hearing record : 

“April 26, 1898: All officers were signed up as relative ranking naval officers, 
without examination, as Captain Goodrich, U. S. N., explained that, on account 
of the urgent need of these ships for scout duty, there was insufficient time for 
the commissioning of the officers then; but same would be accomplished at the 
earliest possible date, giving us credit for all our service.” 

“May 18, 1898: S. S. St. Louis cutting the telegraph cables at Santiago, Cuba, 
under fire from the Spanish forts.” 

“May 20, 1898: S. 8S. St. Louis cutting the cables at Guantanamo, Cuba, under 
fire from the Spanish gunboat.” 

“June 8, 1898: S. S. St. Louis captured the British S. S. Twickenham, a block- 
ade runer, loaded with coal for the Spanish Fleet. The writer was placed on 
board this captured vessel as chief engineer. Ensign Payne was in command 
until this vessel was turned over to the naval authorities at Key West, Fla.” 

“July 2, 1898: The writer rejoined the S. S. St. Louis off Santiago, Cuba.” 

“July 3 and 4, 1898: 8. 8. St. Louis off Santiago, Cuba, taking on board many of 
the rescued Spanish officers and sailors after the destruction of the Spanish 
Fleet.” 

“September 3, 1898: 8S. S. St. Louis placed out of commission.” 


DOCU MENT B 


Mr. McGinn’s commission of July 21, 1898, page 4 of the hearing record. pro- 
vides that— 
“The President of the United States does hereby appoint him an assistant en- 
gineer with the relative rank of ensign in the United States Navy, from the 18th 
day of May one thousand eight hundred and ninety eight.” 
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DOCU MENT C 


Mr. MeGinn’s discharge certificate, of September 2, 1898, from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Navy, page 3 of the hearing record, states that— 

“Having served with fidelity in the United States Navy from the 18th day of 
May 1898 to the date hereof, in the war between the United States of America 
and the Kingdom of Spain, declared by Congress to have begun April 21, 1898, 
you are honorably discharged, with the thanks of the Government.” 


DOCU MENT D 


Mr. McGinn’s letter from the Navy Department, May 21, 1903, page 9 of hearing 
record, states— 

“The Bureau transmits herewith a bronze medal, conferred upon you in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1901, 
directing the preparation and distribution of such medals to the officers and men 
of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States who participated in the engage- 
ments with the Spanish naval forces in the waters of the West Indies and on the 
shores of Cuba during the war with Spain. The medal issued to you is in recogni- 
tion of your services on board the U. 8. S. St. Lowis at the engagement at Santiago 
de Cuba, May 18, 1898.” 


SUMMARY, AS TO SERVICE PROVED BY THESE DOCU MENTS 


Document A indicates that Mr. McGinn was appointed to office in the Navy, 
by Captain Goodrich, commanding U. S. S. St. Louis, on April 26, 1898, under oral 
agreement, subject to confirmation by an official written commission; that he 
served thereafter, as an officer of the Navy, under naval orders, until discharged 
September 2, 1898. Total service, 129 days. 

Document B seems to make a special point of insuring that Mr. McGinn have 
unquestionable naval status from May 18, 1898, the first day on which his ship 
was engaged in actual combat with the enemy, as shown in Document A. Total 
service from May 18, 1898, 107 days. 

Document C seems to be an unquestionable official honorable discharge, cred- 
iting Mr. McGinn with naval service from May 18, 1898, to September 2, 1898. 
It is difficult to understand how this certificate could be discredited some 50 years 
after it was issued. Total service, 107 days. 

Document D transmitted a bronze medal to Mr. McGinn, further showing that 
in 1903, the Navy Department still considered that he was in the Navy on May 
18, 1898, though Veterans’ Administration say his service began in July 1898. 

As the result of the hearing, above mentioned, the Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs issued a favorable report (427) on bill S. 714, which appears on page 
8355-6 of the Congressional Record for October 12, 1943. Where the printed 
hearing was a bit garbled, the original documents were used as a basis for the 
quotes used above. 

Submitted by (Mrs.) Kathryn J. McGinn (Widow of the late Michael McGinn), 
5908 Jefferson Street, Philadelphia 31, Pa., September 20, 1951. 

Admiral Hesseutman. In that exhibit it will be noted that this man, 
Ensign Michael McGinn, who served on the S#. Louis, quotes in his 
diary under date of April 26, 1898: 

All officers were signed up as relative ranking naval officers, without examina- 
tion, as Captain Goodrich, U. 8. N., explained that, on account of the urgent need 
of these ships for scout duty, there was insufficient time for the commissioning 
of the officers then; but same would be accomplished at the earliest possible date, 
giving us credit for all our service. 

Mr. McGinn, as shown by this evaluation, was given an honorable 
discharge by the Secretary of the Navy, crediting him with more than 
90 days of service, and there again someone found that Mr. MeGinn 
had been enrolled in a slightly nonregulation manner, although he 
had an honorable discharge signed by the Secretary of the Navy 
giving him credit for more than 90 days of duty. 

Yet that discharge was not honored, and when his widow appealed 
for relief to the Board for Correction of Naval Records, they also 
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found that they were prevented from honoring this discharge. Mrs. 
McGinn finally retained the services of a local attorney to represent 
her before the Board for Correction of Naval Records, and he suc- 
ceeded in convincing the Board that this defacto service was service 
for the Navy and should be pensionable, and the Navy approved. Of 
course, they had to sell that to the Veterans’ Administration, but 
finally the Navy and the Veterans’ Administration agreed to it being 
pensionable service. 

Unfortunately the surviving widow died before that relief came to 
her. 

Mr. Boykin, I have had some very valuable help with this from 
two of our comrades who are here balled and they agree on what I 
have presented. They understand they cannot be allowed to testify 
but I would like to have them rise to pay their respects because they 
have taken the trouble to come. 

Mr. Boykin. Why do not we have each - of them present himself 
and stay 5 minutes and say a few words. I do have a very important 
meeting on Merchant Marine and Fisheries; however, I would like 
them to come up and let us get acquainted with them. Have them 
come on up. 

Admiral Hessetman. Mr. George A. Dillinger, past commander of 
Schley Naval Camp, Brooklyn, N. Y .. and me amber of the Brooklyn 
Legislative Committee of the United Spanish War Veterans. 

Mr. Boykin. We are glad to have you, Mr. Dillinger. 

Admiral Hessetman. And Mr. George S. Moore. 

Mr. Boyxry. I have been looking at him. He is a very unusual 
looking man. I bet he wasa good sailor. I bet he was a good fighter, 
Admiral. 

Admiral HessenMan. I am sure he was. 

Mr. SOTKIN. Gentlemen, we would appreciate it if you would put 
whatever you have in the record, or if you prefer to make a statement, 
we would like to hear from you. 

(The following was subsequently furnished for the record :) 

THE NATIONAL COMMANDERY, 
NAVAL AND MILITARY ORDER OF THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR, 
April 26, 1955. 
Hon. FRANK W. BoyKIN, 
Chairman, House Subcommittee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: First, permit me to extend, on behalf of this organiza- 
tion, our thanks and appreciation for kindnesses and courtesies shown us, on 
the oceasion of testifying in support of Hon. Barratt O’Hara’s worthy measure, 
House Joint Resolution 151, also for giving us an opportunity to submit a sup- 
plementary statement. 

Finding that something further is necessary, I hereby submit a supplementary 
statement, in accordance with the permission you kindly extended. 

Your attention is invited to the summation in the final paragraph 7, of the 
enclosure. That, I submit, is rather a strong justification for favorable action 
on House Joint Resolution 151 and perhaps for the addition of a proviso to same, 
somewhat along the line of my exhibit G, or incorporation of that matter in a 
new bill. 

As you may find it necessary to have some further hearing on this, please con- 
sider me available on call, in such a case. 

With thanks again for your kindnesses to us, and cordial regards, I am, 

Faithfully yours, 


Leo W. HESSELMAN. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT BY L. W. HESSELMAN, HISTORIAN OF THE NAVAL AND 
MILITARY ORDER OF THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR 


1. A few more particulars of the chartered ships St. Paul, St. Louis, Harvard, 
and Yale, which were commissioned as vessels of the Navy in 1898, are needed 
to clarify this testimony. These were rated as about the fastest ships in the 
world in those days. In his Downfall of Spain, author H. W. Wilson mentioned 
the great coal endurance of the ships and stated that one of them was at sea 
for a period of 6 weeks during the war without refueling. 

2. The identically same form of charter agreement, with spaces for inserting 
name of ship, tonnage, date, et cetera, was used for all four of the ships, indi- 
cating the intentions with reference to use of the ships was the same for all. 
Among the conditions stated in all the charters was this one: “Steamship to be 
manned, victualed, and supplied at the expense of the charterer.” In other words, 
the Navy would supply the ,ersonnel. 

3. The St. Paul was taken over in New York on April 16, 1898, proceeded to 
Cramp’s shipyard on the Delaware River and was there converted to naval use. 
She proceeded to sea on her naval mission on May 15, 1898. Of the ship’s mer- 
chant crew who volunteered for service in the Navy, those accepted were duly 
enlisted. They were later given discharges for full time served of 139 days, 
making them eligible for pensions. When the St. Louis, Harvard, and Yale be- 
came available, after a hurried Atlantic crossing and eluding capture by the 
Spanish Navy, it had become very important to promptly search for the Spanish 
naval squadron, then en route to the western Atlantic. These three ships were 
then taken over by the Navy on basic charter agreements which were exactly 
like that for the St. Paul. The ships were then converted to naval use at their 
North River piers, and while moving to the anchorage in the harbor of New York, 
in the phenomenal time of 3 or 4 days, and proceeded to sea on their naval mis- 
sions, under sealed orders. This was very speedy work, compared with the cone 
version of the St. Paul which occupied a full month. The situation being very 
critical, the personnel were enrolled in a nonregulation manner, presumably to 
avoid the delay that would have ensued if naval regulations were strictly fol- 
lowed. In connection with that a memorandum agreement was entered into, 
for each of the three ships, supplemental to the basic charter, under which the 
crews were carried on the payroll of the owners, subject to later reimbursement 
by the Navy (see exhibit D). That arrangement seems to have been intended 
as a temporary makeshift. When the St. Louis was in New York at the end of 
May 1898 for equipment with larger guns, some efforts were made to effect formal 
enrollments by having men report at the Brooklyn Navy Yard for that purpose, 
which was a long way from the ship which was at her North River pier. As she 
was under urgent and peremptory orders to sail and the men were needed on 
board, very few of them were enrolled. All, or most, of the men on the Harvard 
and Yale were formally enlisted about the middle of June 1898. 

4. The somewhat confusing informalities observed in hurriedly taking over 
these ships seems to have led to an idea that, during the period of their non- 
regulation enrollments, these men were employees of the owners of the ships, 
and that such time when they served under naval orders only, on their ships, 
could not be given pensionable status. They were given nonregulation discharges 
for such period, and the usual Navy discharges for their time under formal Navy 
enrollment. Most of the men of the St. Louis received only nonregulation dis- 
charges. For their “nonregulation” enrollments and discharges, forms in cur- 
rent use in the merchant marine, were used by the Navy. 

5. The informalities observed in organizing these ships did not prevent their 
being used in every way as ships of the Navy. For example, the late William B. 
Porter of the Yale, was assigned to command the Spanish ship Rita, a prize cap- 
tured by the Yale; and the late Michael McGinn was assigned a chief engineer 
of the British ship Twickenham, loaded with coal and other supplies for the 
Spanish naval ships in Santiago Harbor, which had been captured by the St. 
Louis; but both these officers were acting under nonregulation enrollments, and 
had not been officially commissioned in the Navy. 

6. Referring now to excerpts from testimony given in this cause before the 
Senate Committee on Naval Affairs on September 30, 1943, by the late Michael 
McGinn (exhibit H), attention is invited to Document C thereof which is the 
discharge given him by the Secretary of the Navy certifying to war service by 
him of 107 days. Similar discharges were given to all the St. Louis officers, who 
were temporarily in the Navy. To illustrate, the photostat of the discharge given 
to the late Hector Campbell, is submitted as exhibit I. It is submitted that this 
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is rather strong proof that the Secretary of the Navy considered and determined 
that, despite their nonregulation enrollments when they began their naval service, 
these officers were entitled to credit for 107 days of actual naval service on the 
St. Louis. Many years later, however, when some of these officers applied for 
pensions, the confusion about nonregulation enrollments came to light, their 
honorable discharges were repudiated, and their pension claims were rejected. 
When Mr. McGinn’s widow submitted his testimony (exhibit H) to the Board 
for Correction of Naval Records, to obtain a solution for the denial of a pension 
for her, she found that nothing could be done. A couple of years later she re- 
served the services of an attorney who was able to convince the Board on the 
justice of her claims in which the Veterans’ Administration concurred. Mean- 
while, and very unfortunately, Mrs. McGinn died without ever having received 
a pension. 

7. The confusions aforementioned seem to have been the cause of some rather 
questionable decisions which, in the light of all the evidence, now seem un- 
warranted : 

First, the conversion time of 1 month allowed the St. Paul precluded the non- 
regulation procedure for enrollments. That resulted in the St. Paul’s men being 
given credit for 139 days of actual service in the Navy. The conversion of the 
St. Louis, Harvard and Yale occupied only about 4 days, effecting a great saving 
of time and money as compared with the work on the St. Paul. Much of the 
credit for that splendid job on the first-mentioned ships, is due to the diligence 
and efficiency of their crews. They can hardly be blamed for regarding them- 
selves rather shabbily rewarded, when they found that pensions were denied 
them, entirely or in part, as compared with full pensions being granted to all 
who served on the St. Paul; and 

Second, the time under nonregulation enrollments was credited to officers of 
the St. Louis as pensionable; whereas time under similar nonregulation enroll- 
ments of the lower ratings on that ship, and on the Harvard and Yale was denied 
recognition as being pensionable. Certainly no one knowingly and deliberately 
made such a discriminatory arrangement. It followed the confusion resulting 
from the speedup of conversion on the three ships mentioned. 

8. The seeming discrimination against men of the lower ratings, as mentioned 
above in paragraph 8, is certainly not in accord with any action, sentiment, or 
tradition of Congress, or of the Navy, and was assuredly never intended. How- 
ever, this discrimination seems to have unwittingly grown out of the confusing 
circumstances associated with the highly creditable and speedy conversion of 
the St. Louis, Harvard, and Yale in 1898. 


Exnuisir I 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
NAVY DEPARTMENT 
Washington, D. C. 


Having served with fidelity in the United States Navy from the 18th day of 
May 1898, to the date hereof, in the war between the United States of America 
and the Kingdom of Spain, declared by Congress to have begun April 21, 1898, 
you are honorably discharged, with the thanks of the Government. 

This discharge is issued in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved May 4, 1898, the exigency which, in the judgment of the President, 
rendered your services necessary, having terminated. 

Given under my hand and seal of the Navy Department, at the city of Wash- 
ington, this 2d day of September, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight. 

By the President: 

Cuas. H. ALLEN, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
Lt. (jg) Hecror R. CAMPBELL, 
United States Navy, 
“ International Navigation Co. 
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STATEMENT OF GEORGE A. DILLINGER, NAVAL AND MILITARY 
ORDER OF THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR 


Mr. Ditirncer. | would like to make a short statement, sir. 

Mr. Borxry. All right. 

Thank you, Admiral. You made a wonderful statement, and put 
anything in the record that you think would be helpful, now or at any 
other time, and send it to us. You are a great Admiral. I am so 
glad you knew Admiral Hobson. 

Mr. Ditziincer. I am George A. Dillinger. I served 4 years and 3 
months in the Spanish-American War in the Navy. I first became 
aware of the discrimination against a number of these claimants some 
4 yearsago. I was in correspondence with a great many, and I became 
firmly convinced that their claims have the highest merit, sir. 

It has been a pleasure, sir, to be of assistance to Admiral Hesselman 
who has done a great deal of research work here in Washington anc 
elsewhere, and I hope and pray that these claimants will finally be cer- 
tified for their proper pension. 

I thank you. 

Mr. Boykin. I thank you, Mr. Dillinger. It is a good statement. 
We will certainly give it every consideration. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE S. MOORE, NAVAL AND MILITARY ORDER 
OF THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR 


Mr. Moors. | represent the crews of the Algonquin and the Onon- 
daga. We enlisted in the Navy and all the time we were on the ship 


we thought we were in the Navy. We enlisted for 3 years or the 
duration of the war, and upon our discharge in Philadelphia we were 
issued revenue-cutter discharges, which we protested at the time, but 
they said that we would have to take those discharges because there 
were no others on board ship; so we took those discharges. 

We would like to have our record straightened out so that we get 
a clear naval discharge for all the length of our service. 

Mr. Boykin. How long were you in the Navy? 

Mr. Moore. 414 months. 

Mr. Boykin. How old are you now? 

Mr. Moors. We were on board that ship all the time of our service. 
Unbeknownst to us—it would not have made any difference, anyhow— 
when we got to Boston on our way down from the Great Lakes, we 
were pontooned through the Welland Canal. There were rumors 
around that the boat had been transferred from the Navy back to the 
Revenue Cutter Service. Of course, that did not affect us. We had 
to stay on that ship and man it by way of New York to Philadelphia, 
and we were there at the time of the peace jubilee, and at that time 
we got our discharges. Those discharges we have protested, and we 
would like to get our records straightened out and a naval discharge 
for the full length of our service. 

Mr. Boyxry. Thank you very much. 

We will certainly give it every consideration and make a good in- 
vestigation and do our best for you. 

Mr. Moors. Thank you. 

Mr. Boyxrn. Thank you very much. 

The Counseu. Mr. Kyle is the last witness, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Borxry. We will be glad to hear you, Mr. Kyle, but prior to 
his appearance I will insert an affidavit by Mr. Thomas W. Field con- 
cerning teamsters in the Spanish War: 


STATE OF TENNESSEE, 
County of Knor: 

Personally comes T. W. Fields, affiant, who states on his oath as follows 

That he was employed by the quartermaster’s department of the Army, along 
with some 200 other teamsters during the Spanish-American War to deliver war 
materials and commissary supplies to the Army. That they worked directly on 
orders from the Army officers. That they were not enlisted personnel, but were 
civilian employees of the Army; that he performed his duties in both the United 
States and in Cuba; that he began working about the 5th day of June 1898 and 
worked until May 1899; that in his opinion now, there are not more than 25 of 
the teamsters alive in the United States; that they are all in their middle or 
late seventies. 

Affiant further makes oath that they did the same duties that are now per- 
formed by the Quartermaster’s Corps that then he was a driver, the Government 
furnishing him a wagon and four mules that he was responsible to the Govern- 
ment for. 

That there has never been any provision made for pensioning, etc., so far as is 
known to him, and that he is not physically able at this time to follow a gainful 
occupation. 

Tuomas W. FIELps. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 19th day of April 1955. 


[SEAL] Mitprep B. McRae, 
Notary Public. 
(Commission expires January 23, 1956.) 


STATEMENT OF JACK KYLE, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE REPRESENT- 
ATIVE, 1902-14 PHILIPPINE COMMAND COMMITTEE 


Mr. Kyte. Mr. Chairman, I am Jack Kyle. 

Mr. Boykin. I know you. 

Mr. Kyue. | am national legislative representative of the 1902-14 
Philippine Command Committee. 

Mr. Boyxtn. How old are you? 

Mr. Kyvr. I am sorry, 1 cannot qualify as a Moro veteran. Iama 
World War II veteran. I want to say for the record that I receive 
no pay. I am contributing my service to the Moro veterans, and I 
address myself to the Moro resolution, so-called. 

I am reminded what Mr. Barden said one day. He said, “When 
eagles start to fly, sparrows should take cover.” And after hearing 
the presentation here yesterday of the distinguished authors of this 
resolution and of the legislative chairman of the Spanish-American 
War Veterans, I feel my incapacity. 

However, inasmuch as it is left up to me to take care of the details, 
I will struggle through them as best I can, although some of the able 
lawyer-authors of the resolution, I am sure, would have done a much 
better job. 

Mr. Chairman, the hearings on similar bills in the last Congress 
are now out of print, but they contain much official documentation 
that I feel the Congress should have the benefit of. Therefore, at this 
time I request that pages 934 to 958, inclusive, of those hearings be 
incorporated in the record at this point. 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The pages referred to follow :) 
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STATEMENT OF JACK KYLE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Kye. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Jack 
Kyle, 1811 19th Street NW., Washington, D. C., and I am appearing 
on behalf of the potential beneficiaries of H. R. 55, a bill which we 
have been interested in and these gentlemen have been interested in 
for many, many years. 

Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as H. R. 55 would extend Public Law 269, 
74th Congress, I ask that. that law be inserted in the record at this 
point. 

Mr. Mack. It has already been inserted. 

Mr. Kyte. Not the bill, Mr. Chairman; I mean the law that the bill 
pertains to. 

Mr. Sranpisu. He wants the law itself. 

Mr. Mack. Very well, it is so ordered. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 


61734 O—55——_13 
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Pusiic Law 269, 74TH Conaress 


AN ACT Granting pensions to veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer 
Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, their widows and dependents, and for other 
purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That all laws in effect on March 19, 1933, 
granting pensions to veterans of the Spanish-American War including the Boxer 
Rebellion and the Philippine Insurection, their widows and dependents, are 
hereby reenacted into law and such laws shall be effective from and after the 
date of the approval of this Act. 

Sec. 2. That all Acts and parts of Acts in conflict with or inconsistent with the 
provisions of this Act are hereby repealed. 

Approved, August 13, 1935. 

Mr. Kyte. Mr. Chairman, this subject has been ably covered by a 
distinguished witness preceding me, but I would like to reply to some 
of the standard objections to this bill. I would like to answer the 
chairman’s question asked the preceding witness as to whether or not 
the stock statement as to the bill not being in accord with the budget 
program of the President has appeared in previous reports. 

I can say that that paragraph has appeared in each Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration report on similar bills since 1942, to my personal 
knowledge. re ai 

Today we have a great soldier in the White House, and I have no 
reason to believe that the President would not sign this bill. I do not 
think he is going to be bound by the precedents of his predecessors. 

Mr. Chairman, actually, the men who served in the Moro Province 
and on the islands of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1902, fought a 
continuation of the Philippine Insurrection. The Philippine Insur- 
rection was ended by Presidential proclamation on July 4, 1902, and 
I desire to read a portion of that proclamation : 

Whereas the insurrection against the authority and sovereignty of the United 

States is now at an end, and peace has been established in all parts of the archi- 
pelago except in the country inhabited by the Moro tribes to which this procla- 
mation does not apply. * * * 
So, the fighting continued until 1914, during which time 103 engage- 
ments were fought. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I ask the commit- 
tee’s consent to incorporate in the record a report from the Archivist 
of the United States listing the dates and places of the 103 engage- 
ments. : ws “b hi. 

Mr. Mack. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 
THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1950. 


Hon. J. Harry McGrecor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. McGreeor: This is in reply to your letter of November 11, 1950, 
in behalf of Mr. John Milton DeW. Kyle II, requesting information relating to 
casualties in the Philippines, 1903-14. 

The monthly returns of the Division of the Philippines in the records of the War 
Department in the National Archives discloses the following: 

Men wounded, including Philippine Scouts: 
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Total number of military personnel dying of disease, including Philippine 
Scouts: 


July 1, 1902, to June 30, 1903 July 1, 1909, to June 30, 1910 
July 1, 1903, to June 30, 1904 July 1, 1910, to June 30, 1911 
July 1, 1904, to June 30, 1905 July 1, 1911, to June 30, 1912 
July 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906 July 1, 1912, to June 30, 1913 
July 1, 1906, to June 30, 1907 July 1, 1913, to June 30, 1914 
July 1, 1907, to June 30, 1908_____ July 1, 1914, to June 30, 1915 
July 1, 1908, to June 30, 1909..... 88 


Approximate number of enemy killed (the exact figures are not listed and the 
number of wounded are not listed in the records: 


A chronological list of battles, actions, and engagements in which troops of the 
Regular Army and volunteers have participated, and troops engaged in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, 1903-14, is given below. 


Chronological list of battles, actions, and engagements in the Philippine Islands, 
1903-14 


Troops engaged 


15th Cavalry. 
Detachment, 16th Company, eeaeees Scouts. 
.| 4th Company, Philippine Scouts. 


A, G, L, - Cavalry; C, F, G, M, 27th Infantry; Detach- 
ment, 1 -— hala Bat ttery. 


roatepine Scouts 
es ees, ton 0 
; tachment, 44t! om 
pine eee _ 


31st Company, Philippine Scouts. 
2th Do. fantry. 


18th Battery, Field Artillery. 
llth Cav ; 23d Infantry. 
Company H, 28th Infantry. 


Se Company I, 14th Cavalry. 
tr 

Troop H, ath Cavalry. 

22d. Infan 


14th Cavalry; 18th pBoteery vee. Artillery. 
48th Company, Phili —_ 
- Company, P ~~ a Company I, 14th 


‘avalry. 
48th Company, — Scouts. 
Companies I, K, 17th Infantry; Company M, 22d Infantry; 
Companies D, F, H, 23d Infantry. 
by I, 23d Infantry 


fantry. 
y th Infantry. 
; ompany, Philippine Scouts. 
39t! 5 “eam Philippine Scouts. 
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Chronological list of battles, actions, and engagements in the Philippine Islands, 
1903—14—Continued 











| 
Date Place Troops engaged 
1904 
Sept. 13__-- I stavhnnte diddiband 49th Company, Philippine Scouts, 
Sept. 23__-- Es nontccse> eehan ed Detachment 23d Infantry. 
Oct. 24. _-.- RMD. weeta sek ctu. 22d Infantry, Company F, 14th Cavalry, provisional Com- 
pany, 23d Infantry; 17th Battery, Field Artillery. 
Ten iglh RUIIL, aust Scsenesiticint iaadlaiiane te ualeathen 38th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Bee, 8025: Lc eo ae ete. aes Detachment 38th Company Philippine Scouts. 
1906 
Jan. 7 D Rc, soc cc ecocue F &8 14th Cavalry; er I, K, L, and M, 14th Cavalry; 
18th Battery, Field Artillery; Company A, 17th Infantry. 
Feb. 1-3.._...- San Jose deBaun.........._- 18th and 35th, Philippine Scouts. 
I I isin caidas sieht 5th and 37th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
a, OO... acne eae lst Company and 35th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Mar. 6_._-- ost ME cstesceacdccacuss Ake 5th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
I ate i i tcl 18th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
SS eee EE eee Detachment Company D, 12th Infantry; Detachment 35th 
Philippine Scouts. 
i Bivins cat IIE ccc cse in tne dea 50th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
SS OG) i Pe AO Re 39th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
BN Cicacckwee 0 Seas Detachment Company G, 2ist Infantry. 
ey eS eee 39th Company Philippine Scouts. 
Nee ine. > BE initia icon Gn wanennils Detachment 37th Philippine Scouts. 
May 14-19..__. See to Detachment 39th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Dior Misia: RN aitnainteiticotntecw uber Detachment Company M, 21st Infantry; 46th Company 
Philippine Scouts. 
gg ee a ee Detachment Company K, 21st Infantry. 
I nc eit aceite hs ae Detachment Company M, 2ist Infantry; 46th Company 
Philippine Scouts. 
ene 4: 55s. ies cctcasns oe Company H, 21st Infantry. 
June 4.........| Near Catubig............. _.| Detachment Company 2ist Infantry; 38th Company 
Philippine Scouts. 
|, ee 0! eee Detachment Company C, 2ist Infantry; 39th Company 
Philippine Scouts. 
June 16.__- | Paponton._._.._.............} Detachment Company K, 2Ist Infantry; 35th Company 
| Philippine Scouts. 
June 19._._.._.| Magtaon Country........-_- Deeteeat Company F, 6th Infantry; Company H, 21st 
nfantry. 
July 9. ...... I a Detachment Company E, 6th Infantry. 
Aug. 1-9....._.| Suribao Country-.........._. Detachment Company F, 2ist Infantry. 
te 0s to i once Gacume tuantamnan nt 23d Infantry; 49th Company Philippine 
| couts. 
Gest. B.....-: I i ee Deteckment 23d Infantry; 49th Company Philippine 
Scouts. 
Oat. Fis cca Balamban...................| 7th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
I a ccacn fd PR cn cic eens bss emcees 36th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
RES Said citar bn heilotee 43d and 49th Company, Philippine Scouts; Companies A, 
B, F, 19th Infantry; 50th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Oct. 25-26... NE... nkce os eek 24th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
1906 
Mar. 5-9 lee ME oo acceet. ont. Troops F, G, I, and K, 4th Cavalry; 28th Battery, Field 
| Artillery; Companies E, G, K, and M, 6th Infantry; 
Companies B and D, 19th Infantry; Detachment, Signal 
| _ Corps; Detachment, Hospital Corps. 
lf. San Augustine.._.__........| Company K, 21st Infantry. 
ee. | Babee meee... wt... ...- gm nny K and I, 2ist Infantry; Company E, 24th 
nfantry. 
May 24... __. I cae is tin citar 35th, 38th, 39th Companies, Philippine Scouts. 
June 4.......-: Es nn eenmad-patecebe Company I, 2ist Infantry. 
July 24-. Tabontabon.-.....-.-- deat Company E, 24th Infantry. 
Aug. 3 sie cig ti ceaeiasiei ecient alias coke Company K, 6th Infantry. 
I ci ee wn cadens Company B, 8th Infantry. 
pe teeta | ES wr uciatoaclcamceneuee Detachment, Company D, 8th Infantry. 
|, BINS wiih encenknacpsits ltetaiiiat tin Detachment, Company F, 8th Infantry. 
eee; 87.3. NL << «onc: Gaathecmaente teat Company I, 24th Infantry. 
SI iin = ss FE Dod adgeetcnitiatis comets Companies A, B, C, and D, 13th Infantry. 
Sept. 8__.._- SP itnctetnnennndicubons Company D, 13th Infantry. 
ae RES | Cosmpeny G, 13th Infantry. 
Do. | (a le tg ainit _..| 6th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Dec. 5. Terraguna____....._........| Company L, 8th Infantry. 
1907 
Jan. 9-12__. Near Camp Smith..........| 37th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Jan. 2 | Tinago _......-....-...--| 4th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
BO ER acces | Hagamap_...................| 12th Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Apr. 27 ..| Camanga River......-.- ..| Com y G, 15th Infantry; Detachment, Company H, 
| | 15th Infantry. 
May 10 ....| Biliri River. .........----| Detachment, 8th Infantry. 
June 11_.......| Matagara River..........- | Detachment, Company G, 8th Infantry; 35th Company, 


Philippine Scouts. 
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Detachment, Company G, 25th Infantry; 424 Company, 
Philippine Scouts. 


2d Battalion, 18th Infan 

Companies A -— § 6th avalry. 

gm ny A, Machinegun Battalion, 6th Infantry; 
Battery E, 2d field Artillery. 


Detachment Company D, 6th Infantry. 
a Company I, 3d Infantry. 


velo Cc, 2d Cavalry. 
1st Battalion, 3d Infantry. 


52d Company, Philippine Scouts. 
Detachment 42d Company, Philippine Scouts, 
Detachment 29th Company, Philippine Scouts. 


6th, —_, 3ist, 40th Company, Sr meen Scouts, 


and. G, 8th Cavalry; Detachment 6th Company, 
Troope ¥ an Scouts. , 


Very truly yours, 
Purr ©. Brooxs, 
Ohief Archivist, War Records Branch. 


Mr. Kyzz. Mr. Chairman, it was not the intention of the President 
of the United States to end the hostilities on July 4, 1902, in the area 
to which this bill pertains, but it has long been contended that the 
Philippine commission ended the war by the promulgation of the act 
of the Philippine commission, 787. That act established civil govern- 
ment in Moro Province of the Sean: and the War Department 
for many years has held that when that civil government was estab- 
lished that it relieved the regular forces from control, and any action 
fought subsequent to act 787 was a Territorial affair. 

ow, I have a photostatic copy of act 787, as furnished by the 
Archivist of the United States, from which I desire to read section 20. 
This is the act setting up civil government in the Moro Province. 

Sec. 20. It shall be lawful for the Governor of the Province, or any district 
governor therein, to secure the enforcement of law and order in cases of resist- 
ance to lawful authority or disturbances of the peace which the constabulary 
and municipal police are unable or find it difficult to suppress, by requesting 
and obtaining the assistance of the Army of the United States, by making appli- 
cation to the military commander of any district or the commander of the 
Department of Mindanao in any form and under any conditions prescribed in 
the general orders of the commanding general of the division of the Philippines. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Philippine commission was on very safe 
ground. When the ordnance of 1787 was passed General St. Clair 
was made Governor of the Territory northwest of the Ohio, and im- 
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mediately following his assignment General Washington made all 
troops in the Territory northwest of the Ohio available to General 
St. Clair for the suppression of all disturbances without declarations 
of war. And, as we know, we were continuously engaged in Indian 
hostilities in this country until 1898. 

When we acquired Louisiana in 1804 the same provisions were 
extended to the Government of the Territory of Louisiana. The 
Governor was empowered to call upon Federal troops at any time 
to cope with Indian insurrections and outrages. 

And I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that procedure obtained in all 
of the ees west of the Mississippi until the Indians were finally 
subdued. 

So, the Philippine commission was on traditionally safe ground. 
When it is said that the Congress has never granted service pensions 
or recognized peacetime service as war service, we might keep that 
in mind. 


Mr. Chairman, at this point I should like to have inserted in the 
record act 787 of the Philippine commission. 

Mr. Mack. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
EXECUTIVE BUREAU, 
LEGISLATIVE DrvISIon. 
Manila. June 19, 1908. 

I hereby certify that the attached is a correct. copy of an Act passed by the 
Philippine Commission on the 1st day of June 1908, taken from the original on 
file in this office. 

[Sear] C. W. CALvrm, 

Recorder of the Commission. 


[No. 787.] 
An Act PROVIDING FOR THE ORGANIZATION AND GOVERNMENT OF THE Moro PROVINCE. 


By authority of the United States, be it enacted by the Philippine Commission, 

that— 

Section 1. All that part of the Island of Mindanao and its adjacent islands 
lying west or south of a boundary line beginning at a point on the north coast 
of Mindanao at Point Balato, one mile west of the western boundary of the 
barrio of Naburos, thence running due south to the middle of the channel of the 
Mipangi River, thence along said river to its mouth in Panquil Bay, thence 
along the south shore of Panquil Bay in an easterly and northeasterly direction 
to the south shore of Iligan Bay, thence along the southern and southeastern 
shore of Iligan Bay in an easterly and northeasterly direction to Salinbal 
Point, about seven miles north of the stone pier in Digan, and thence from 
Salinbal Point due east to the crest of the watershed dividing the waters which 
flow into Iligan Bay from those flowing into Macajalar Bay, thence in a souther- 
ly direction along the crest of said watershed to the eighth parallel of north 
latitude, thence east along the eighth parallel of north latitude to the eastern 
shore of Mindanao, together with the Sulu Archipelago, including the islands 
known as the Jolo Group, the Tawi Tawi Group, and all other islands pertain- 
ing to the Philippine Archipelago under the sovereignty of the United States of 
America south of the eighth parallel of north latitude, excepting therefrom the 
Islands of Paragua and of Balabac, and the immediately adjacent islands, but 
including the Island of Cagayan Sulu, shall constitute the Moro Province, and 
shall be governed as hereinafter provided. 

The limits and area of the Provinces of Surigao and Misamis, as fixed in Acts 
Numbered One hundred and twenty-seven and One hundred and twenty-eight of 
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the Philippine Commission, are hereby reduced in accordance with the boundary 
line of the Moro Province as herein described and established, and all part of 
the existing Provinces of Surigao and Misamis included within the area of the 
Moro Province, as herein described, are by this Act transferred from said prov- 
inces to the jurisdiction of the Moro Province. 

The capital of the Moro Province shall be at Zamboanga. 

Src, 2. The Moro Province shall be divided into five districts, to be known as 
the Sulu, Zamboanga, Lanao, Cottabato, and Davao districts, which are respec- 
tively described as follows: 

(a) The Sulu District shall include all the islands of the Moro Province in 
the Celebes Sea and in the Sulu Sea between the fourth and eighth parallels of 
north latitude lying southwest of a line running northwest and southeast and 
passing at a point two miles due east of the northeast extremity of Taliran 
Island, sometimes known as Talaran Island. 

(b) The Zamboanga District shall include the Island of Basilan and its imme- 
diately adjacent islands not included in the Sulu District as above described, 
and all that part of the Island of Mindanao and its immediately adjacent islands 
which lies to the west and south of a line beginning at a point on the north 
coast line of Mindanao at Point Balato, one mile west of the western boundary 
of the barrio of Naburos, thence running due south to the Mipangi River, thence 
along said river to its mouth in Panquil Bay, thence to and along the south shore 
of Panquil Bay in an easterly direction to a point two miles east of the inter- 
section of the line of the old Spanish trocha with the shore of Panquil Bay, and 
thence in a southerly direction on a line parallel with the line of the trocha 
and two miles distant therefrom to Ilana Bay, so as to include in the District 
of Zamboanga the town of Tucuran. 

For purposes of administration, there shall be carved out of the Zamboanga 
District, just described, the subdistrict of Dapitan, the capital of which shall be 
at the town of Dapitan on Dapitan Bay, which shall be bounded on the south 
by the eighth parallel of latitude, on the north and west by the Sulu and Min- 
danao Seas, and on the east by the eastern boundary of the District of Zamboanga 
from Balato Point to the intersection of such boundary with the eighth parallel. 

(c) The Lanao District shall include all the territory of the Moro Province in 
the Island of Mindanao lying east of the Zamboanga District and south and west 
of a line running due east from Salinbal Point to the crest of the watershed which 
divides the waters flowing into Iligan Bay from those flowing into Macajalar 
Bay, thence south along the crest of said watershed to the crest of the water- 
shed which divides the waters flowing into Lake Lanao from those flowing into 
the Rio Grande River, and thence south and west along the crest of said last 
mentioned watershed to the summit of Mount Bita, the highest peak south of 
Butig, thence south along the crest of the watershed which divides the waters 
flowing into Parang Bay from those flowing into Illana Bay north of Tugapangan 
Point, to such point. 

(d@) The Cottabato District shall include all that part of the Island of Min- 
danao lying east of the Lanao District, south of the eighth parallel of north 
latitude, and west of a line running south from the eighth parallel of north 
latitude along the crest of the Apo range of mountains to the southernmost peak 
of Mount Apo, thence along the watershed that divides the waters that flow into 
Davao Bay from those that flow into the Rio Grande and Sarangani Bay to 
Sarangani Point. 

(e) The Davao District shall include all that portion of the Island of Mindanao 
lying south of the eighth parallel of north latitude and east of the eastern 
houndary of the Cottabato District, including the Sarangani Islands. 

Sec. 3. The capitals of the districts of Sulu, Zamboanga, Lanao, Cottabato, and 
Davao shall be respectively at the towns of Jolo, Zamboanga, Iligan, Cottabato, 
and Davao: Provided, That the legislative council of the Moro Province may, in 
its discretion, change these capitals. 

Sec. 4. The Civil Governor of the Philippine Islands, by and with the con- 
sent of the Philippine Commission, shall appoint for the Moro Province, a gover- 
nor, attorney, secretary, treasurer, superintendent of schools, and an engineer. 
The provincial governor and engineer may be officers of the Army detailed on 
request of the Philippine Commission by the Commanding General of the Division 
of the Philippines to perform the civil duties of such offices. In the event of a 
vacancy in either of the offices hereinbefore mentioned, it shall be promptly re- 
ported to the Civil Governor by the provincial governor. The provincial gover- 
nor may, "ntil such vacancy is filled, require any provincial officer to perform the 
duties o ae vacant office in addition to the regular duties of such provincial 
officer 
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Sec. 5. The provincial governor shall discharge the duties of his office under 
the general supervision of the Civil Governor of the Islands, to whom he shall 
report from time to time. If the provincial governor be at the same time the 
commanding general of the Department of Mindanao and Jol6, he shall furnish 
copies of the reports made by him to the Civil Governor to the Commanding 
General of the troops in the Philippine Islands, if such officer shall so require ; 
he shall see that the laws are faithfully executed by all officers of the province, 
districts, subdistricts, and municipalities. Subject to the provisions of law, he 
shall have control, through the proper district governors, of the municipal police 
of the various municipalities therein, and, through the seventh assistant chief of 
Philippines Constabulary, he may direct the use and control the movements of 
the Insular Constabulary within the Moro Province; he may, when public 
interests require, temporarily withdraw the Constabulary from one district for 
use in another; he shall visit at least once in every six months the capitals of 
every district in the province. Upon complaint made, or of his own motion, the 
provincial governor may suspend from the execution of the duties of his office any 
district officer for misconduct or incompetency in office; he shall order the provin- 
cial attorney to prefer formal charges against and serve the same upon the 
accused officer, and after due hearing may dismiss the charges, impose any penalty 
by loss of pay or a definite period of suspension upon the offender, or, if the 
charges warrant, dismiss him from office. If the charges involve either criminal 
or civil liability of the accused, he may direct the provincial attorney to bring a 
proper action, either criminal or civil, in the public interest against the accused 
officer. He shall make a report of the conditions of the province between the 
first and fifteenth of September of each year to the Civil Governor of the Islands 
for the year ending on the first day of September, recommending therein such 
measures, executive or legislative, as it may seem to him best that the Insular 
Executive or the Commission should take for the betterment of the conditions in 
the province. He shall, when notified by the judge of any Court of First Instance 
of the province that the decrees and judgments of the court.can not be enforced 
with the ordinary procedure and by the usé of the usual officers of the law, give 
such assistance with the Constabulary and municipal police as shall bring about a 
prompt enforcement of such judgments and decrees. The provincial governor, 
by and with the advice and consent of the legislative council hereinafter created, 
shall appoint the district governors, the lieutenant-governor of the subdistrict of 
Dapitan, the district treasurers, and the district secretaries. The provincial gov- 
ernor shall also appoint all the subordinate officers and employees in the provin- 
cial government of the Moro Province under the provisions of the Civil Service 
Act, except such employees as are paid from special appropriations for public 
works, all of whom shall be appointed or employed in such manner as the legisla- 
tive council may direct, not inconsistent with the Civil Service law. 

Sec. 6. The provincial secretary shall, during a vacancy in the office of governor 
or during the governor’s disability, or absence from the province, perform the 
duties of governor; he may under the direction of the governor make inspections 
of civil affairs in the various districts, and perform such duties in reference 
thereto as the governor may authorize; he shall acquaint himself, as far as prac- 
ticable, with the language and customs of the Moros and other non-Christians 
in the province, and from time to time make report to the governor of such 
matters as he deems necessary for their betterment. When the governor is absent 
from the capital but present in the province, the secretary shall perform such 
duties of the governor as may be delegated to him in writing by the governor. 
He shall attest all the official acts of the governor of the province, and shall 
record all of the governor’s acts which are required by law to be recorded; he 
shall be the custodian of the provincial seal; he shall receive from the governor 
and file in his office all reports to the governor required by law, and shall index 
the same; he shall act as custodian of all provincial records and documents and 
discharge all duties usually pertaining to that of the office of secretary; he shall 
on demand furnish certified copies of all public records and documents within 
his custody, for which he may charge, as personal compensation in addition to 
his regular salary, to any private person, but not to any public official needing 
the same for a public purpose, the amount of ten cents, local currency, for every 
one hundred words of such copy, including the certificate. He shall act as 
secretary of the legislative council hereinafter created and attest all its acts and 
resolutions and, generally, shall discharge such other duties as the legislative 
council may by law provide. 

Sec. 7. The provincial treasurer shall be the chief financial officer of the 
province; he shall supervise the appraisement and assessment by the district 
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treasurers and their deputies of all property in the province required by law to 
be assessed for taxation ; he shall supervise the collection by the district treasurers 
of all taxes imposed in the province, either by the Central Government of the 
Islands, the provincial government, or the municipalities in the province, except 
only the customs duties, which shall be collected as now by the collectors of 
customs under the direction of the Insular Collector of Customs; he shall give 
a bond for the faithful discharge of his duties and accounting for all moneys 
coming into his custody and for the lawful disbursement thereof; the amount of 
the bond shall be fixed by the Insular Treasurer; he shall have authority and it 
shall be his duty to require a bond from each of the deputies in his office, the 
amount thereof to be fixed by the legislative council; he shall be the custodian 
of all the funds of the province deposited in the provincial treasury, and shall 
pay no money out of the treasury of the province except upon warrants drawn in 
accordance with law, which duly indorsed by the payee named therein shall be 
his voucher for the payment; he shall on the tenth day of January, April, July, 
and October of each year render quarterly accounts of the transactions of his 
office for the preceding quarter to the legislative council hereinafter created, 
who, by committee, shall examine such accounts and count the cash, and if the 
accounts are found correct shall so certify on the face of the accounts; he shall 
forward one copy of each quarterly account to the Insular Treasurer and one 
to the Insular Auditor; the books, accounts, and cash of the provincial treasurer 
shall: be subject to the same character of inspection by the examiners of the 
Insular Treasurer as are the books, accounts, and cash of the provincial treas- 
urers under the General Provincial Government Act; the provincial treasurer 
shall, by examiners duly appointed by the provincial governor under the au- 
thority of the legislative council, supervise and examine the transactions of the 
district treasurers ; such examinations shall involve an investigation of the books 
and accounts of each district treasurer and the counting of his cash, and shall be 
made at least once every quarter. He shall perform all other duties which may be 
provided by law of the legislative council. 

Sec. 8. The provincial engineer shall have supervision over the construction, 
repair, and maintenance of the roads, bridges, ferries, public buildings, and 
other public improvements of the province. It shall be the duty of the engineer 
to make reports to the legislative council at least once a quarter, and oftener 
if deemed necessary by the council, of the conditions of the roads, bridges, 
public buildings, and other improvements of the province, and to recommend the 
repair and new construction which are necessary. Before a contract is let for 
the work, it shall be the duty of the engineer to prepare plans and specifications 
and to make an estimate of the cost thereof and to submit the same to the 
legislative council. All contracts for such construction, repair, or maintenance 
shall be let by the engineer with the approval of the legislative council herein- 
after created, and no payment, partial or final, for any contract made for 
such public work shall be authorized except upon the certificate of the engineer 
that the same is due. All stationery and office supplies and all supplies or 
merchandise purchased for the use of the provincial and district governments 
shall be purchased by him upon the order of the legislative council for the use 
of the provincial and district officers and the Courts of First Instance and other 
courts of the province. He shall keep a property account, in which he shall 
charge the provincial and district officers with the furniture or other personal 
property delivered to them and held or used by them for public purposes, and 
shall take receipts for all supplies thus delivered to them. Except where other- 
wise ordered by the Civil Governor, upon the recommendation of the governor 
of the province, he shall make his purchases of supplies through the Insular 
Purchasing Agent. In case of a vacancy in the office of the provincial engineer, 
or if there is any reason why that officer can not perform his duties, the provin- 
cial secretary shall be vested with authority to purchase stationery and office 
supplies for the offices of the province and districts, and in making such pur- 
chases and delivering the same he shall keep a property account and take the 
receipts required herein of the provincial engineer. The engineer shall give 
such bond and discharge such other duties as may be required by the legislative 
council. 

Sec. 9. The provincial attorney shall be the attorney and legal adviser of the 
provincial government and of each of its officers and of the legislative council 
hereinafter constituted and shall, when called upon by the council or by any 
officer, furnish a written opinion on questions of law arising in the administra- 
tion of the government. He shall represent the provincial government in all 
suits brought on its behalf or against it in the courts of the province or in the 
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courts of any province or district. He shall be the legal adviser of the municipal 
authorities of any municipality organized in the province and shall, upon re- 
quest, submit in writing his views upon any question properly arising in the 
discharge of the public duties of such officers or authorities. He shall exercise 
supervisory control in the courts in the province over the district fiscals for 
whose appointment and salaries the legislative council may have provided. The 
provincial attorney shall, when the public interest requires it, appear to take 
charge of prosecutions for the government in any court within the province. In 
cases where the interests of any municipality and of the province are distinct 
or opposed, he shall act on behalf of the provincial government and the munici- 
pality shall be obliged to employ special counsel. The provincial attorney shall 
discharge his duties under the general supervision of the Attorney General of 
the Insular Government, and the Attorney General shall represent the provincial 
government in all suits for or against it which shall come before the Supreme 
Court, but if the Attorney General deems it necessary, he may require the pro- 
vincial attorney to assist in the presentation of the cause before the Supreme 
Court. In every criminal case appealed to the Supreme Court from the Court 
of First Instance held in the province, the provincial attorney shall forthwith 
make a report to the Attorney General, explaining the questions of law and fact 
appearing therein and the conclusions of the court. The provincial attorney shall 
make an annual report to the Attorney General of the Philippine Islands as to 
the conditions of public and private litigation in the courts throughout the prov- 
ince, and shall discharge such other duties as may be required by the legislative 
council. 

Sec. 10. Subject to the restrictions contained in this Act or in any law of the 
legislative council, the provincial superintendent of schools shall exercise the 
powers granted him by this section. He shall establish schools in every munici- 
pality, rancheria, township, or other settlement in the Moro Province where he 
deems it practicable and useful, and shall-reorganize those already established 
where such reorganization is necessary. He shall fix the salaries of the Amer- 
ican and native teachers within the limits established by law. He shall fix a 
curriculum for primary, industrial, and secondary schools, varying the same for 
different schools and different localities in accordance with the peculiar condi- 
tions prevailing therein. He may create principal teachers in each district who 
shall discharge the duties of superintendents of the district in his absence in 
addition to their duties as teachers. He shall supervise the plans for the 
construction of schoolhouses to be built in the province, whether by the munic- 
ipalities, the district government, or the provincial government, prescribing the 
amount of land required in each case and rules of hygiene to be observed in 
connection with the schools. He shall present requisitions for proper school 
supplies to the provincial engineer, and such supplies shall be purchased as 
other supplies, through the Insular Purchasing Agent, whenever proper appro- 
priation has been made or proper authority for the purchase has been given by 
the legislative council. He shall determine the places in which American teach- 
ers shall teach. He shall present, quarterly, to the legislative council a requisi- 
tion for the appropriation of funds necessary for the maintenance of the schools 
of the province. On or before January first and July first of each year he shall 
make a report of his administration for the previous six months to the provincial 
governor and such special reports as may from time to time be called for by 
the governor; he shall forward duplicates of all his reports to the provincial 
governor to the General Superintendent of Education in the Islands. In the 
regular semiannual reports it shall be the duty of the superintendent to recom- 
mend changes in the school law which he deems expedient. He shall exercise 
general supervision over the entire school system of the province and shall 
prepare and promulgate rules for the examination and qualification of the appli- 
cants for the positions of native teachers and for the guidance of officers and 
teachers of the department not inconsistent with the school law to be adopted 
by the legislative council. He shall forward requisitions for such American 
teachers as he may need to the General Superintendent of Education at Manila, 
who are to be selected in accordance with the civil-service rules made applicable 
by law to the selection of teachers after the first of September, nineteen hundred 
and three. He shall, through such deputy superintendents as he may appoint 
among the American teachers in each district, by regulation define the school 
districts for each school which he may establish. As soon as practicable he 
shall inake the English language the basis of the public school instruction, but 
this shall not prevent the instruction by native teachers in Arabic, Moro, or other 
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languages of the locality of the school. He shall discharge such other duties as 
may be required by the legislative council. 

Sec. 11. The provincial governor shall receive an annual salary of six thousand 
dollars and each of the provincial officers shall receive an annual salary of not 
exceeding four thousand dollars each, in United States currency, to be fixed by 
the Civil Governor in the appointment and to be approved with the appointment 
by the Commission. The governors of the districts hereinafter authorized shall 
receive not exeeeding three thousand five hundred dollars annual salary, in 
United States currency, to be fixed in the case of each district by the legislative 
council; and the district secretaries and the district treasurers hereinafter 
authorized shall each receive an annual salary of not exceeding two thousand 
five hundred dollars, in United States currency, to be fixed for each district by 
the legislative council. The lieutenant-governor of Dapitan shall receive an 
annual salary of not exceeding two thousand dollars, in United States currency, 
to be fixed by the legislative council. In case an officer of the Army is detailed 
to perform the dtuies of provincial governor, or provincial engineer, or a governor 
of a district, he shall receive an allowance equal to twenty per centum of his 
current proper yearly pay as an officer of the Army and the actual and necessary 
expenses incurred while absent from his station in the performance of his 
necessary civil duties. 

The salaries of all officers and employees of the province and districts shall be 
payable out of the revenues of the province. The salaries of the officers and 
employees of such municipalities as may be organized within the province shall 
be payable out of the treasury of the respective municipalities. 

Sec. 12. The governor, the secretary, the treasurer, the engineer, the superin- 
tendent of the schools, and the attorney of the province shall constitute the 
legislative council for the province and shall each have a right to vote therein. 
The governor shall be the presiding officer of the council, but in his absence 
the secretary shall preside. The secretary of the province shall be the secretary 
of the council and shall keep the minutes of the meetings. Four members of 
the council shall constitute a quorum for legislative action. In case of a tie vote 
on any proposed enactment, the proposition which shall have received the vote 
of the governor shall prevail. 

The council shall hold regular meetings once every two weeks and such special 
meetings as may be called by the governor or provided for by resolution of the 
council. 

Seo. 13. It shall be the duty and within the power of the legislative council: 

(a) To provide, by construction or purchase or sale, suitable offices at the 
capital of the province for provincial offices and suitable offices for the district 
officers hereinafter provided for at the capitals of the districts, for court-houses 
containing rooms suitable for the holding of court and for the officers of the court 
at every place in the province where a court is held, a provincial jail at the 
capital of the province, and such district jails at the respective capitals or other 
places in the district as may seem necessary to the legislative council. 

(b) To furnish suitable vaults or safes to the provincial treasurer and to the 
district treasurers hereinafter authorized in the various districts in which the 
provincial and other public funds, as long as they shall be in the custody of 
the provincial treasurer or the district treasurers, shall be kept, except as 
hereinafter provided. 

(c) To order monthly payments of all salaries which by law shall be paid 
from the provincial treasury and the payment of all lawfully contracted in- 
debtedness by directing the issue of warrants upon the provincial treasurer. 
Every warrant shall be drawn by the governor and countersigned by the secre- 
tary, and shall recite the cause and purpose of drawing the same, the date of 
the resolution of the legislative council authorizing it, and the page of the 
minutes of the council’s proceedings in which it is recorded. 

(d) To provide for the appointment and employment of the necessary sub- 
ordinate employees under the various provincial and district officers and to fix 
their salaries, and to adopt rules regulating the hours and employment in the 
various offices in the province and districts. 

(e) To provide a seal for the province. 

(f) To provide by law, in its discretion, for the raising of revenue additional 
to that herein provided, by the imposition of taxes on property, persons, or 
businesses, by the imposition of excise taxes or stamp taxes, or by any other form 
of taxation which shall not infringe the restrictions of the Act of Congress en- 
titled “An Act temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of 
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civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to 
specify in such laws the beneficiary or beneficiaries of such taxes, whether the 
provincial government, the district governments, or the municipal governments, 
and where there is more than one beneficiary the proportion in which such gov- 
ernments shall enjoy the proceeds of the tax, and to provide in such laws the 
procedure for the collection of the tax, including proceedings for the satisfaction 
of the tax and penalties out of the goods or property of the delinquent, and, if 
it is deemed wise, by imprisonment. Until the legislative council shall make 
other provision, the land tax, the internal-revenue taxes, and the cedula taxes 
as now enforced in the municipalities organized under the Municipal Code within 
the Moro Province shall continue in force, and it shall be the duty of the provin- 
cial treasurer and the district treasurers to see to their collection, and the pro- 
ceeds of such taxes shall be distributed between the municipalities and the pro- 
vincial treasury in the same proportions in which they are distributed under the 
Municipal Code and the Provincial Government Act with their amendments. 
The legislative council shall exercise no legislative power to amend either the 
Customs Administrative Act or the act for the collection of fees for the cutting 
of wood or the collection of forest products in the public forests of the province, 
except as provided in paragraph (m) hereof. 

(9) To enact laws, in its discretion, for the organization and support of a 
public-school system, providing therein, if it is deemed wise, for special indus- 
trial schools for non-Christians, for the construction and control of school build- 
ings, and for general rules for the instruction of Moros and other non-Christians, 
and for the levy of a special local school tax for the support of particular schools 
in particular localities suited to the local conditions. The legislative council 
shall not be required to pass a uniform school law regulating the primary schools 
of the entire province, but shall have power to make special provision to meet 
rat in the matter of public education for any particular district 
or locality. 

(h) To enact laws for the creation of local governments among the Moros and 
other non-Christian tribes, conforming as nearly as possible to the lawful cus- 
toms of such peoples, and vesting in their local or tribe rulers as nearly as possible 
the same authority over their people as they now exercise, consistent with the 
Act of Congress entitled “An Act temporarily to provide for the administration of 
the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and following as nearly as possible in the provisions of these laws any agreements 
heretofore made by the United States authorities with such local or tribe rulers 
concerning the power and privileges which under American sovereignty they are 
by such agreements to enjoy: Provided, That they have not by their conduct and 
the breach of the agreements forfeited such powers and privileges. 

(i) To enact laws investing the district governors in their respective districts, 
or other provincial or district officers with the power of adjusting, under the 
supervision of the provincial governor, all differences between sultans, dattos, and 
any independent local authorities, and of enforcing their decisions upon such 
differences. 

(j) To enact laws which shall collect and codify the customary laws of the 
Morows as they now obtain and are enforced in the various parts of the Moro 
Province among the Moros, modifying such laws as the legislative council think 
best and amending them as they may be inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Act of Congress entitled “An Act temporarily to provide for the administration of 
the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and to provide for the printing of such codification, when completed, in English, 
Arabic, or the local Moro dialects as may be deemed wise. The Moro customary 
laws thus amended and codified shall apply in all civil and criminal actions aris- 
ing between Moros. In all civil and criminal actions arising between members 
of the same non-Christian tribe other than Moros, unless otherwise provided by 
the legislative council, the customary laws of such non-Christian tribe, if consis- 
tent with the Act of Congress above mentioned and if defined and well understood, 
shall govern the decision of the cause arising, but if there be no well-defined 
customary laws or they are in conflict with such Act of Congress then the cases 
shall be determined by the criminal or civil code according to the laws of the 
Philippine Islands until the legislative council shall make other provision. In 
actions, civil or criminal, arising between a Moro and a member of a non-Chris- 
tian tribe, or between a Moro and a Christian Filipino, or an American or a sub- 
ject or citizen of a foreign country, the Criminal Code and the substantive civil 
law of the Philippine Islands shall apply and be enforced. 
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(k) To enact laws for the organization and procedure of district courts, to 
consider and decide civil and criminal actions arising between Moros, between 
members of non-Christian tribes, and between Moros and members of other 
non-Christian tribes. The district court shall be presided over by the secretary 
of the district, and the other members of the court shall be appointed by the 
district governor and shall vary with the race or tribe of the litigants, so that 
where the action arises between Moros, there shall be at least two and not 
more than four Moros upon the court; when it arises between members of other 
non-Christian tribes there may be, if practicable, upon the court members from 
such non-Christian tribes, and when the litigation arises between Moros and 
members of other non-Christian tribes there shall be at least one Moro member 
of the court and at least one member from the tribe of the pagan litigant: 
Provided, however, That judgments of said courts shal not be given effect unless 
approved by the governor of the district in which the court is held: And provided 
further, That in case of sentence of death or imprisonment for a longer period 
of time than ten years, such sentence shall not be executed unless approved 
by the provincial governor. But the legislative council may, when it thinks 
proper, provide by law that civil and criminal actions arising between a Moro 
and a member of another non-Christian tribe shall be tried in the Court of First 
Instance or in the court of a convenient justice of the peace, according to the 
nature of the action and the proper and usual jurisdiction of the Court of 
First Instance or the justice of the peace. The legislative council shall pre- 
scribe a simple procedure for the distrct courts and require a written record of 
its proceedings. 

(lt) To enact laws for the abolition of slavery and the suppression of all siave 
hunting and slave trade. 

(m) To regulate by statute the use, registration, and licensing of boats of 
Moro or pagan construction of less than ten tons measurement which shall be 
followed by collectors of customs in the Moro Province, the provisions of the 
Customs Administrative Act and regulations of the Insular Collector of Customs 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 14. The legislative council shall have authority to order, in its discretion, 
the construction, repair, and maintenance of roads, bridges, ferries, and public 
buildings in any part of the province on the recommendation of the engineer 
whenever the funds for such construction, repair, or maintenance are in the 
provincial treasury; to approve or reject contracts for the construction, main- 
tenance, and repair ordered in the previous paragraph; to agree with the pro- 
vincial boards of adjoining provinces on the terms upon which roads forming 
the boundary between the two provinces and the bridges and ferries crossing the 
streams forming such boundary shall be maintained and controlled under the 
joint supervision of the governments of the provinces; to direct, in its discretion, 
the bringing or defense of suits on behalf of the provincial government and to 
compromise the same, upon the recommendation of the attorney and the approval 
of the judge of the Court of First Instance for the province; to authorize the 
provincial treasurer to deposit so much of the provincial funds as may not be 
needed in the near future for public use in a bank of deposit of approved standing 
in the Islands. All interest paid on such deposits shall inure to the benefit of 
the provincial treasury and no funds shall be deposited in the bank by the 
treasurer until there shall be spread upon the minutes of the council a resolu- 
tion reciting and approving the exact terms of contract and deposit in the bank 
and the bank shall certify the weekly balances of the provincial funds held by it 
to the governor of the province and to the Insular Treasurer. The legislative 
council is further anthorized to enact laws modifying or amending the Municipal 
Code in its application to municipalities within the province, so far as conditions 
in the Moro provinces, differing from the conditions in the Christian Filipino 
provinces may require a modification; to provide for the printing, translating, 
and distribution, by proclamation of the provincial governor, of such laws 
as may be proclaimed and put in force in the manner hereinafter provided, and 
for the translation, printing, and distribution of such educational literature as 
may seem wise to the council. The legislative council is authorized to pass such 
other laws not inconsistent with this Act or the Acts of Congress relating to the 
Philippine Islands as may conduce to the welfare of the peoples of the Moro 
Province; but it shall not be within the power of the council to issue bonds of 
the province, or to authorize municipalities of the province to do so, except as 
provided in the Acts of Congress. 

Sec. 15. In each district of the Moro Province there shall be appointed by the 
provincial governor, with the consent of the legislative council, a district governor, 
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a district secretary, and a district treasurer. The office of district governor may 
be filled by proper detail of an army officer, with the consent of the legislative 
eouncil. The district treasurers shall be selected in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the civil-service law. The governors and the secretaries of the districts 
may be appointed without previous examination, but they shall be able after 
eighteen months of service to pass a satisfactory examination in the principal 
local dialect of their respective districts, and a failure to pass such examination 
shall be sufficient cause for dismissal. 

Sec. 16. The governor of the district shall be its chief executive, and shall 
discharge his duties under the orders and supervision of the governor of the 
province; he shall act as sheriff in accordance with the Code of Civil Procedure 
in the execution of all the lawful decrees of the Court of First Instance and the 
district courts having jurisdiction in his district, and he shall give bond as 
required by the Code of Civil Procedure and its amendments; he shall supervise 
the custody of all prisoners detained in his district, and shall have charge and 
responsibility for the maintenance and proper conduct of the jail of his district ; 
he shall exercise the same powers, with respect to the discipline, suspension, and 
removal of the officers of the municipalities organized within his district, which 
the provincial governor under the general Provincial Government Act and its 
amendments exercises over the municipal officers of the municipalities of his 
province, except that, in addition to the power of suspension and the preferring 
of charges against such officers, he shall also hear such charges after due notice 
and remove the offender or discipline him by imposing a definite suspension from 
office and a loss of pay. An appeal shall lie from his action in this regard by 
the punished or removed official to the governor of the Moro Province, which 
appeal shall be taken by letter duly mailed to the provincial governor, within 
ten days after the action of the provincial governor shall be communicated to 
the sentenced official. He shall inspect such municipalities at least once every 
six months and shall make report of their condition to the governor of the prov- 
ince; he shall, from time to time, make such recommendations to the governor 
uf the province as he may deem proper for the best interests of his district; 
he shall employ and discharge all subordinate employees of the district govern- 
ment as may be authorized by the legislative council within the restrictions of 
the Civil Service Act and its amendments; he shall inspect the municipal police 
and shall have power to discharge any person unfit to serve therein; he shall 
have power to direct that the municipal police of one municipality shall be tem- 
porarily used in any other part of the district; and he shall discharge such other 
duties as may be imposed upon him by act of the legislative council. 

Sec. 17. The secretary of the district shall be the custodian of the public records 
and documents of the district ; he shall attest all the official acts of the governor 
of the district and shall record all of those acts which are required by law to be 
recorded, and shall discharge generally all the duties usually pertaining to the 
office of secretary; he shall on demand furnish certified copies of all public 
records and documents of the district, for which he may charge as personal 
compensation, in addition to his regular salary, to any private person, but not 
to any public official needing the same for public purpose, the amount of ten 
cents, local currency, for each one hundred words, including the certificate. In 
case of a vacancy in the office of governor, or of his absence from the district or 
of his disability, he shall perform the duties of district governor ; he shall inspect 
civil affairs in the district, and acquaint himself as far as possible with the 
language and customs of the Moros and other non-Christian tribes living therein ; 
he shall be the president of the district court as hereinabove provided; he shall 
make recommendations to the provincial engineer in respect to the repairs and 
improvements upon public works, public highways, and public buildings, and 
when public works or public repairs are begun, by direction of the legislative 
council, he shall, under direction of the engineer and as his deputy, supervise 
them and see that the contracts under which they are being carried out are 
complied with; he shall have custody of all public property of the district, and 
be the custodian of all buildings used for government purposes in the district; 
he shall give a bond for the faithful discharge of his duties, the amount of which 
shall be fixed by the provincial engineer with the approval of the legislative 
council; he shall discharge the duties of his office under the orders and super- 
vision of the district governor; and he shall discharge all other duties within 
the district which may be imposed upon him by act of the legislative council. 
When the district governor is absent from the capital but present in the district, 
the secretary shall perform such duties of the district governor as may be dele- 
gated to him in writing by the governor. 
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Sec. 18. The treasurer of the district shall make collections of all taxes due 
and collectible under the law within his district, except such taxes or imposts as 
may be imposed by the municipal council and are collectible from day to day or 
from week to week. He shall have such agents and deputies as the legislative 
council shall by law provide. He is empowered to authorize any municipal 
treasurer to collect the cedula tax as his deputy or agent and to pay to the 
municipal treasurer for such collection a commission of five per centum of the 
amount collected. He shall perform the duty of registrar of Chinese, when so 
designated by the Insular Collector of Customs, and shall receive the same com- 
pensation therefor as provincial treasurers when so designated. Until a registrar 
shall be otherwise provided for, he shall act as registrar of property and dis- 
charge the duties imposed by law upon such officer. He shall collect all amounts 
due under the Forestry Regulations for the cutting of timber and the collection 
of forest products and shall dispose of the amount collected, as already provided 
by this Act, by forwarding the same to the provincial treasurer. He shall render 
a quarterly account of his collections and disbursements to the provincial treas- 
urer, and shall, as he may be ordered by the provincial treasurer, retain custoly 
of the money which he has collected or forward the same or any part thereof to 
the provincial treasury. He shall pay over to the municipal treasurers of his 
district such amounts as may be due the latter according to law, taking a receipt 
therefor, and shall advise the president and the council of the municipality of 
the payments which he has thus made to the municipal treasurer. He shall act 
as disbursing officer under the provincial treasurer to pay the salary of the dis- 
trict governor, the district secretary, his own salary, and the salary of the em- 
ployees whose employment is lawfully authorized by the legislative council. His 
accounts, books, papers, cash, and all recor’s shall always be open to inspection 
by the provincial treasurer or any examining agent of such provincial treasurer, 
or by any examining agent of the Insular Treasurer. In case he shall be found 
on examination to be in default, the examining agent, either of the Insular 
Treasurer or of the provincial treasurer, shall be authorized to seize his office, 
the books, papers, cash, and all records, and hold the same until the amounts 
due from him as such treasurer can be stated. In case of the decease of the 
district treasurer, the same procedure shall obtain. When the account shall be 
stated, the office, public papers, and records shall be turned over to his lawful 
successor. The district treasurer shall discharge such other duties as may be 
imposed upon him by act of the legislative council. The district treasurer shall 
give bond in a sum to be fixed by the provincial treasurer with the approval of 
the legislative council. 

Src. 19. The Philippine Scouts may be employed in the aid of the Constabulary 
of the province under the terms and conditions prescribed in the Act of Congress 
approved the thirteenth day of January, nineteen hundred and three, entitled 
“An Act to promote the efficiency of the Philippine Constabulary, to establish the 
rank and pay of its commanding officers, and for other purposes.” 

Sec. 20. It shall be lawful for the governor of the province, or any district 
governor therein, to secure the enforcement of law and order in cases of resistance 
to lawful authority or disturbances of the peace which the Constabulary and 
municipal police are unable, or find it difficult to suppress, by requesting and 
obtaining the assistance of the Army of the United States, by making application 
to the military commander of any district or the commander of the Department 
of Mindanao in any form and under any conditions prescribed in the general 
orders of the Commanding General of the Division of the Philippines. 

Src. 21. There is hereby created, in addition to the assistant chiefs of Con- 
stabulary now provided by law, an additional assistant chief, to be known as the 
seventh assistant chief, who shall be in charge of the Constabulary in the Moro 
Province, and who shall discharge his duties under the supervision of the Chief 
of Constabulary, subject to such special control by the governor of the Moro 
Province as has been hereinbefore provided. He shall organize Constabulary 
in each of the districts from the natives, Christian or non-Christian. residents 
in such districts, not to exceed one hundred and fifty enlisted men in anv district, 
unless duly authorized by law or resolution of the Commission. The laws and 
regulations governing the organization of the Constabulary shall anply to the 
Constabulary of the Moro Province, except as they may be hereinafter specially 
modified by act of the Commission to suit local conditions. It shall be the duty 
of the assistant chief of the Constabulary, and of the inspectors and subinspectors, 
to inspect the local police of municipalities and to recommend to the governors 
of the districts such changes, removals, and promotions as may seem to them 
wise. The Constabulary force shall be supported bv funds appropriated from the 
Insular Treasury in like manner as the Constabulary force in the other parts 
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of the Archipelago is supported. In cases of emergency the Constabulary of one 
district may be used in another district. The Constabulary of the province 
may be used in any province of the Archipelago when so ordered by the Civil 
Governor of the Islands. 

Sec. 22. No contract for construction of a road, bridge, a public building, or 
other public improvement shall be entered into by the provincial government 
until the provincial treasurer shall, in writing, certify to the governor that there 
is in the provincial treasury a sum which may be lawfully devoted to such pur- 
pose sufficient to meet the estimated cost of the construction of the improvement; 
and after such certificate shall be made and filed and the contract entered into, 
the provincial treasurer shall treat the sum thus certified as not subject to 
warrant except to meet the obligations of the contract. 

Sec. 23. All work of repair, construction, or equipment of roads, buildings, and 
public improvements involving a greater cost than one thousand dollars, in money 
of the United States, shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder, after ten 
days’ public notice of the letting by advertisement in a paper of general circula- 
tion in,the province, or if there is no,such paper, by a notice posted for ten days 
at the main entrance of the engineer's office in the capital of the province, and 
at the door of the office of the secretary of the district in which the work is to 
be done. If the provincial legislative council shall regard the contract to be let 
and the work to be done of sufficient magnitude, it may direct the engineer, in 
addition to giving the public notice above required, to advertise for bids in a 
newspaper published in the city of Manila. The provincial engineer fis authorized 
to reject any or all bids, and if the bids are too high, he may recommend to the 
council that he be allowed to purchase the material and hire the labor and him- 
self supervise the work, and the legislative council may then authorize such a 
course. 

Sec. 24. The Insular Treasurer shall prescribe the method of keeping the 
ledgers and records of the provincial treasurer and the district treasurers, and 
shall prepare such rules and regulations relating to the administration of the 
affairs of these offices as may be necessary. The Insular Auditor shall prescribe 
the form and manner in which the provincial treasurer and the district treas- 
urers shall render accounts for settlement, as provided by rule twelve of Act 
Numbered Ninety, and issue instructions relative to the rendition of such ac- 
counts as provided in rules twelve and forty-four of said Act. The necessary 
books and forms for the provincial and district treasurers shall be prepared 
under the direction of the Insular Treasurer, and shall be furnished by him 
to the provincial treasurer at cost. The monthly accounts-current of the provin- 
cial treasurer shall be audited by the Insular Auditor. For assistance in such 
audit the provincial treasurer shall forward to the Insular Auditor certified 
copies of all acts or resolutions of the legislative council authorizing the appoint- 
ment of assistants, deputies, and other employees, and fixing their salaries. 
At least once in six months the office of the provincial treasurer shall be exam- 
ined by a traveling examiner of the Insular Treasurer. In case such an exam- 
ination discloses a defalcation of the provincial treasurer, it shall be the duty 
of the examining officer to report the fact to the provincial governor, and to 
seize the office and its contents and to notify the Insular Treasurer forthwith, 
who shall thereupon, by himself or deputy, at once take possession of the office, 
the books, papers, vouchers, and cash of such provincial treasurer, and shall 
at once notify the Insular Auditor of the fact, and shall temporarily continue 
such public business as is necessary until the amount due from the provincial 
treasurer shall be exactly determined by the Insular Auditor or his deputies, 
and a correct account stated, when, upon proper certificate from the Auditor, 
the examining officer shall transfer the office and its contents to the provincial 
treasurer then lawfully entitled. The same procedure shall be pursued in case 
of the death of the provincial treasurer. Upon the seizure the sureties of the 
defaulting or deceased officer shall be at once notified thereof by the Insular 
Treasurer. The Auditor shall forward to the provincial attorney a statement 
of the account of the defaulting or deceased officer, and request suit to be brought 
for any balance which may be due upon the official bond of the defaulting or 
deceased officer, and in such suit the account stated by the Insular Auditor 
shall be prima facie evidence of the amount due on the bond. In case of a default- 
ing provincial treasurer or district treasurer, criminal proceedings shall be 
instituted against the offender. In case of a deceased provincial treasurer, if 
no balance is found to be due from him, the Auditor shall settle his account and 
furnish his legal representatives with a certified copy of the settlement. 
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Sec. 25. Collections derived for the timber cut and forestry products on Govern- 
ment lands under the Forestry Regulations shall be collected by the district 
treasurers, and shall be forwarded through the provincial treasurer to the 
Insular Treasurer; hex shall deposit the same'‘in the Insular Treasury to the 
credit of the Forestry Bureau. At the end of each quarter it shall be the duty of 
the Insular Auditor to determine the ratio of the total expenditures in the 
Archipelago in the collection of forestry dues to the total collections thereof in 
the Archipelago; he shall then reduce the total proceeds of forestry collections 
for the quarter from the Moro Province by the proper percentage thereof for 
expense of collection as above determined, and shall issue a warrant on the 
Insular Treasurer for the remainder of the amount collected in the Moro Prov- 
ince in favor of the provincial treasurer of that province. So long as the internal- 
revenue tax laws shall apply in the Moro Province, the stamps required by law in 
the collection of such taxes shall be furnished to the provincial treasury of the 
Moro Province by the Insular Treasurer, who shall obtain the same from the 
Collector of Internal Revenue of the Islands in sufficient quantities for the pur- 
pose of this section, giving a proper receipt therefor.. The provincial treasurer 
receiving the stamps shall receipt for the same to the Insular Treasurer and the 
same method shall be followed in the distribution of stamps by the provincial 
treasurer to the treasurers of the districts. The Insular Treasurer shall render 
a monthly account-current of the stamps furnished by him to the provincial 
treasurer supporting the same by proper vouchers. The provincial treasurer for 
each month shall render a report of stamps sold and stamps on hand to the 
Insular Treasurer and to the Insular Auditor. 

Sec. 26. The gross amount of customs receipts from whatever source col- 
lected within the Moro Province, less the cost of collection of the same therein, 
shall constitute a special fund to be expended in the discretion of the legislative 
council for provincial, district, and municipal purposes in that province; and 
for this purpose such funds shall be deposited by the collectors of customs in the 
Moro Province directly with the treasurer of the province, taking receipts there- 
for and forwarding one copy thereof to the Insular Collector of Customs and one 
to the Insular Treasurer. 

Sec. 27. Courts of First Instance and justices of the peace in the Moro Province 
shall not have jurisdiction to try civil or criminal actions arising between Moros 
or arising between non-Christians, or, except as otherwise provided by the legis- 
lative council, actions arising between Moros and other non-Christians, and the 
existing laws of the Philippine Islands are hereby amended accordingly: Pro- 
vided, however, That in accordance with paragraph (k) of section thirteen of this 
Act, the legislative council may by law vest jurisdiction to try cases between 
Moros and other non-Christians in such courts: And provided further, That the 
Court of First Instance shall have jurisdiction in all habeas corpus cases, no 
matter between whom arising, to take cognizance of the petition for the release 
of any person within its territorial jurisdiction, to issue process, to hear the 
evidence, and to discharge the prisoner or to remand him to custody in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the chapter on habeas corpus in the Code of Civil 
Procedure. 

Sec. 28. The legislative council shall have power to insure the gradual transi- 
tion from military to civil control in those districts in which in its judgment it 
would not be wise immediately to establish complete civil government by pro- 
viding that the powers herein conferred upon district officers shal! be exercised 
and performed in any district under the general supervision of the military com- 
mander of the United States troops serving in that district for any period which 
it may deem wise, and such period of transition may be decreased or lengthened 
in the discretion of the legislative council by subsequent act. 

Sec. 29. The provincial government established under this Act shall be a hody 
corporate with power to sue and be sued, to have and use a corporate seal, to 
hold property, real and personal, to make contracts for labor and material needed 
in the construction of duly authorized public works, and to incur such other obli- 
gations as are authorized by law. 

Sec. 30. The legislative council shall have power, in its discretion, to make the 
government of a district a corporation, with power to sue and be sued, to have 
and use a corporate seal, to hold property, real and personal, to make contracts 
for labor and material needed for district purposes, and to incur such other obli- 
gations as may be expressly authorized by law, and, if it deems wise, to con- 
stitute a district board to consist of the governor, the secretary, and the treasurer, 
who shall be the governing board of the district. It shall not be necessary that 
such law shall uniformly apply to all districts, but differing provisions may be 
made applicable to different districts as the legislative council shall determine. 
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Sec. 31. The carving out of the subdistrict of Dapitan and the creation of the 
office of lieutenant-governor of that subdistrict are hereby declared to be for the 
purpose of providing a form of provincial government for the people of the town 
of Dapitan and the towns lying in its neighborhood, who are not sufficiently 
numerous to justify the expense of a provincial government. The legislative 
council shall have power to declare the duties of the lieutenant-governor, to pro- 
vide a deputy district treasurer, whose office shall be at Dapitan, and to furnish 
such subordinate employees and make such provision for the quasi-independent 
government of the subdistrict as local conditions may require. 

Sec. 32. Laws passed by the legislative council shall take effect at the time 
fixed by the legislative council in the Act, subject to annulment or amendment by 
the Commission. It shall be the duty of the secretary of the council to forward 
a certified copy of each act of the legislative council by registered mail to the 
Recorder of the Commission immediately after its passage. 

Sec. 33. The public good requiring the speedy enactment of this bill, the 
passage of the same is hereby expedited in accordance with section two of “An 
Act prescribing the order of procedure by the Commission in the enactment of 
laws,” passed September twenty-sixth, nineteen hundred. 

Sec. 34. This Act shall take effect upon the fifteenth day of July, nineteen 
hundred and three. 

Enacted, June 1, 1903. 


Mr. Kyte. Mr. Chairman, in 1927 the Congress enacted Public Law 
723 granting pensions to certain soldiers who served in the Indian 
wars from 1817 to 1898, and I should like to read section 4 thereof : 


From and after the fourth day of the next month after the approval of this 
Act the rate of pension to surviving soldiers of the various Indian wars and 
campaigns who are now on the pension roll or who may hereafter be placed 
thereon under the Acts of July 27, 1892, June 27, 1902, and May 30, 1908, as 
amended by the Act of February 19, 1913, or under the Act of March 4, 1917, 
shall be $30 per month if 68 years of age, $40 per month if 72 years of age * * * 


and so on. 


Mr. Chairman, the reason for enacting this law was there had been 
hundreds, literally hundreds of Indian uprisings and outbreaks, mas- 
sacres, et cetera, on the frontier, without a formal declaration of war. 
We had minutemen out there. They were ordered into service by the 
governors and by local authorities, to cope with the situations as they 
arose, and when the men came home there were no records. They 
were coming to Congress for special acts. 

So the Congress in its wisdom enacted Public Law 723. 

Now, I would like to read what the Congress had in mind. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any person who served thirty days or 
more in any military organization, whether such person was regularly mustered 
into the service of the United States or not, but whose service was under the 
authority or by the approval of the United States or any State or’ Territory in 
any Indian war or campaign, or in connection with, or in the zone of any active 
Indian hostilities in any of the States or Territories of the United States from 
January 1, 1817, to December 31, 1898, inclusive, and who is now or who may 


hereafter be suffering from any mental or physical disability or disabilities of 
a permanent character, not the result of his own vicious habits * * * 


and then the usual language. 

Mr. Chairman, it is very clear that for service pension pu the 
Government has always recognized hostilities without declarations 
of war. As the preceding witness ably stated, it is whether it is a 
question of law or fact. 


Now, these veterans performed a great service in the Philippines. 


Another historical point, Mr. Chairman, is that when we inherited 
the situation in the Philippines the Moros had long been in rebellion 
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against the authority of Spain. We inherited that situation. But 
the Spanish Government had bought them off and had been paying 
them tribute for quite a while. One of our generals made a treat 
paying them tribute with one of the head moguls of the Moros. He 
was also going to buy them off. Fortunately, that treaty was never 
ratified by the Congress ; it was repudiated. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there can be no question in my mind, that these 
a were fought pursuant to the orders of the United States 
and that when the Philippine Commission established civil govern- 
ment in the Moro Province this hostile situation was fully contem- 
plated. Of course, provisions were adequately made in the act for it. 

Now, in addition, Mr. Chairman, from 1902 to 1909 the Navy found 
it necessary to patrol the Moro waters. We have a report from the 
Secretary of the Navy of the Navy’s activities in those waters con- 
em of just a few pages, which I ask to be inserted in the record at 
this point. 

Mr. Mack. Without objection, permission is granted. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
OFFICE OF NAVAL RECORDS AND HisTory, 
Washington, D. C., March 7, 1951. 


Mr. Mixton D. (Jack) KYLE, 
Philippine-Pacific War Veterans, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Kyte: Your letters of January 5 and February 27 have been 
received and I regret the earlier one has remained unanswered so long due to 
the very heavy workload handled by a small number of clerks. 

A careful examination of Navy Department records has been made and I am 
pleased to send you the enclosed compilation of actions in which naval personnel 
took a part, but there probably were other minor incidents of which we found 
no record. To locate data relative to them it would be necessary to examine 
the logs of every United States naval vessel operating in Philippine waters dur- 
ing the period between July 4, 1902, and January 1, 1914, which would require 
so much work as to be prohibitive. No data on the subject later than 1909 were 
found. 

As you know, the Army was active in the Philippines during this period so I 
suggest, if you have not already done so, you write to Old Records Section, The 
Adjutant General’s Office, Department of the Army, Washington 25, D. C., for 
further information. Your letter was submitted to The National Archives for 
such information as that agency could supply from their records, but an exami- 
nation of their indexes showed nothing on the subject. 

Hoping the enclosed data may be of assistance to you, Iam 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN B. HEFFERNAN, 
Rear Admiral, United States Navy (Ret.), 
Director of Naval Records and History (Op-29). 


REPORT BY DEPARTMENT OF THE NAvY—INCIDENTS INVOLVING FILIPINO 
INSURGENTS AND UNITED States Forces 


January 14, 1902: Extracts from weekly report of the Commander of Southern 
Squadron as reported by Commander Swift on the military situation: 

“Major Waller reported on 7th having reached Bahey after a 10-days’ march 
across the island from Lenang. Great hardships were endured during the march 
and 3 sergeants were slightly wounded, 1 by a bolo. Thirteen insurgents were 
killed, and 1 captain, 1 lieutenant, and 4 men were captured.” 

May 1, 1902: W. I. Chambers, Lieutenant Commander, United States Navy, 
senior officer of Samar Patrol Station, United States steamship Frolic, to the 
commander in chief: “The surrender at Catbalogan, Samar on the 27th ultimo, 
of all the effective forces of the Insurgent Army in Samar.” Lists the names of 
59 officers and reports 351 soldiers and 300 cargadores; arms turned in, rifle 
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ammunition and belts. “General Grant, Majoc William, and the Filipino offi- 
cers were then transferred to General Grant’s boat, the Baltimore, outside the 
bar and the rest of the Filipino Army, which had crossed the bar on board the 
Army boats: Chicago, Cheyenne, Hercules, Florida, and various cascos and 
lorchas, at high tide transferred to the Nanshan, 550 in all. 

“The company of sailors under Lieut. M. M. Taylor, United States Navy, of the 
Pampanga; Lieut. J. E. Walker, United States Navy, of the Villalabos, and 
Ens. L. S. Shapley, United States Navy, of the Frolic was landed at 12: 45 p. m., 
and about the same time Lieut. Comdr. H. McL. P. Huse, United States Navy, 
and Assistant Surgeon J. M. Brister, United States Navy, accompanied me to 
the Army Headquarters on shore. : 

“About 3 p. m., three companies and the band of the 1st Infantry were formed 
on the east side of the public square with the company of sailors from the 
squadron forming a fourth company at the left of the battalion. Ranks were 
opened and the battalion reviewed by General Grant and myself, the officers 
highest in rank of the combined forces of the United States Army and Navy 
present. 

“After the review General Grant requested me to take position on the left, 
in front of the United States forces, resting until the Filipino Army was marched 
into line on the west side of the public square facing our battalion. 

“The forces on both sides were made to present arms, after which General 
Guivaras advanced to General Grant and gave up his sword in token of sur- 
render. 

May 1, 1902: “The number of Filipinos who were regarded as available to 
Guivaras’ army and who are still scattered about the jsland of Samar, without 
leaders, is estimated at 2,000, but General Guivaras answers for their peaceful 
disposition and states that he will take the field against them if necessary.” 

May 3, 1902: Telegram, Bayan, via Malabang, Mindanao: “General Chaffee, 
Fountain, Zamboango. The survivors of Bayan, 84 in number surrendered uncon- 
ditionally at 7 this morning. * * *”—Davis (General Davis). 

June 8, 1902: “Settlement of Tribal Dispute, Cagayan, Sulu,’ reported by 
Comdr. J. R. Selfridge. 

August 12, U. S. S. New York—Rear Adm. Frederick Rodgers reports: “The 
force now comprising the southern squadron would seem to be ample under 
present conditions. So fas as the natives are concerned, affairs in the Phil- 
lippines seem to be at the present moment more settled and quiet than at any 
other period since I arrived on the Station. If this condition continues it would 
seem that some of the present force of marines could be withdrawm” 

November 29, 1902: Rear Adm. Robley D. Evans, commander in chief, Asiatic 
Fleet reports: “Affairs in the Philippines are reported by the southern squadron 
commander as being quiet and satisfactory. The patrol work in the Sulu seas, the 
coasts of Mindanao and Palawan still continues, and but few infractions of the 
law are observed by gunboat captains, and such as are discovered are mostly of a 
minor character.” 

March 31, 1903: Report of Rear Adm. Robley D. Evans that he is keeping only 
small gunboats engaged in survey work: “I desire to inform the department that 
my object in putting these vessels upon the survey work of the coasts of Mindanao 
and the Sulu Islands was due to the fact that it is only a question of time and 
that, perhaps, shortly, before the Navy will be called upon to assist the Army in 
subjugating the Moros of those localities. In order that the Navy might act 
promptly and be able to render assistance it is necessary that some knowledge 
be had of the hydrography of those islands. * * *” 

March 15, 1904: From the commander in chief, Yates Stirling, to the Secretary 
of the Navy: “Some unrest is reported among the Moros of the department of 
Mindanao, but there appears to be sufficient number of troops in the vicinity of 
the Moros to prevent the trouble becoming serious. The major general com- 
manding the department has requested that a gunboat drawing not exceeding 
3 or 4 feet be assigned to duty on the Rio Grande in the neighborhood of Cotta 
Batto for its moral effect upon the Moros.” No gunboats in the Philippines of 
required lifht draft. The Gardoqui, carrying a few marines to Cotta Batto and 
is to make frequent trips up and down the rivers, as requested by major general 
commanding the department. 

March 9, 1906: Jolo, Philippine Islands. Operations of the U. S. S. Pampanga 
detachment in the Bud Dajo Expedition: “Two officers and nine men under the 
command of Ens. H. D. Cook, United States Navy. Reported to Maj. Gen. 
Leonard Wood. About 1 p. m. accompanied the column under Captain Lawton 
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in its attack upon the east trail of Bud Dajo. The force had the aid of the 
infantry. In 10 minutes all the Moros in the trenches were killed. 

“About 6:30 a. m., March 8, the detachment accompanied Captain Lawton’s 
column in its attack on the Cotta at the end of the west trail. During the 
engagement the following officers and men were injured : 

“Ens. H. D. Cook, United States Navy, commanding, shot in left foot. 
wee Gilmore Cox, United States Navy, shot in right elbow and arm 

roken. 

“Joseph Fitz, slight flesh found in right arm by a bullet. 

“Those commended for exceptional bravery under fire: 

“Ernest Fleming, gunner’s mate second class, carried the first Colt gun to the 
crest and fired it during the entire engagement. 

“Joseph Fitz, ordinary seaman, United States Navy, climbed a tree under fire, 
killed a number of men by revolver fire in the Cotta at the head of the west 
trail. This occurred the morning after he had sustained the flesh wound in the 
right arm:-—J. W. Hayward, midshipman, United States Navy, commanding the 
U. S. S. Pampanga.” 

March 11, 1906: Report of Ens. H. D. Cook, United States Navy, commanding 
the U. S. 8. Pampanga, United States Navy Hospital, Zamboanga, P. I., to com- 
mander in chief, Asiatic Fleet. American casualties—20 killed, 81 wounded. 

January 8, 1907: Hugh Rodman, lieutenant commander, United States Navy, 
in command and commandant, naval station, Polloc, Philippine Islands. 

“The Philippine population from Dapitan to Misamis has been made restless 
of late, by some so-called orators, but more properly called agitators, who have 
been preaching independence, and stirring the people up against the present 
government. The civil government as well as the military authorities, are well 
aware of this and are taking steps to suppress it, and it may be necessary to send 
a military force along the coast to show force, in which case I have arranged 
with the commanding general to cooperate with him. 

July 13, 1909: Report of M. H. Signor, lieutenant commander, United States 
Navy, commanding U. S. S. Arayat, reports: He is embarking on July 2 with 
one 3-inch mountain gun, under Lieutenant Parrott * * * Some cavalry reliefs 
for the troops at Patian being taken on board the Paragua, as word has been 
received that Jikirai and other pirates have been surrounded by a detachment 
of cavalry under Lieutenant Miller in a cave on the Island of Patian. 


Mr. Mack. Mr. Kyle, is not the situation as to the Moro Province 
and Leyte almost identical legally and technically with the situation 
which now prevails in Korea? 

Mr. Kyte. I can see no difference. 

Mr. Mack. In other words, in Moro Province and Leyte they were 
engaged in a police action just as we are engaged in a police action, 
an undeclared war, at the present time? 

Mr. Kyte. I think it gets down to a matter of choice of words. As 
to the fact, there is no question about it. 

Mr. Mack. We have granted all these benefits to Korean veterans, 
and not to the Moro Province and Leyte veterans. 

Mr. Kyte. Yes, sir, just on that little technicality there, and I think 
a fair and liberal interpretation of the law is that it was never the 
intention of the President of the United States to end the hostilities 
down there until the hostile people were subdued. And a year later 
when the Philippine Commission, an arm of the Federal Government, 
established civil government it was their intention to continue the 
hostilities because they made adequate provisions for them in Act 787. 

Mr. Mack. Do you believe the enactment of this bill would create 
a precedent whereby the veterans of the Mexican border and the vet- 
erans of Nicaragua and other police actions would be entitled to 
benefits ? 

Mr. Kyte. No, I do not. I feel as the preceding witness does that 
if these people have a case that they might want to come before the 
committee and argue it. They would not apply it to this bill because 
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this bill is applicable to the aftermaths of the Spanish-American War 
and we contend that it is actually and legally a part of the Philippine 
Insurrection. 

Mr. Mack. The Veterans Administration in its report says it has no 
way of determining the cost of this legislation. — you any idea 
as to what the cost of this legislation would be? 

Mr. Kyix. We do, Mr. Chairman. In the 80th Congress we esti- 
mated it would be less than a million dollars. 

Mr. Mack. A year? 

Mr. Kyte. A year. 

Mr. Mack. At that time you estimated 2,000 veterans, and now 
I think it is five to eight hundred. 

Mr. Kyu. There are somewhere between 500 and 800 now living, 
and the mortality is very rapid. To give you an example, last year 
we had 19 of these veterans in the Soldiers’ Home, and today we have 
9 surviving. 

Mr. Mack. I understood from the testimony in the 80th Congress 
that there were 2,000. 

Mr. Kyu. Yes, sir; and at that rate you can see they are being 
consumed almost at the rate of 50 percent ao year. 

Mr. Chairman, with your permission I would like to ask a small 
delegation of the Moro veterans from the Soldiers’ Home to stand. 

Mr. Mack. We would be very glad to have them stand. 

Thank you, gentlemen, for being here. 

Mr. Kyte. Mr. Chairman, that concludes my statement, and unless 
the committee has some questions I would be happy to yield. 

Mr. Mack. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kyte. I would like at this point to have inserted in the record 
a copy of the proclamation of the President of the United States of 
July 4, 1902, in which amnesty and paroles were extended. 

Mr. Mick. Without objection, permission is granted. 

(The material referred to is as follows:) 


BY THE ACTING CIVIL GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS— 
A PROCLAMATION. 


Whereas the President of the United States did, on the fourth day of July, 
issue the following proclamation: 


“BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES—A PROCLAMATION. 


“Whereas many of the inhabitants of the Philippines Archipelago were in 
insurrection against the authority and sovereignty of the Kingdom of Spain 
at divers times from August, eighteen hundred and ninety-six, until the cession 
of the Archipelago by that Kingdom to the United States of America, and since 
such cession many of the persons so engaged in insurrection have until recently 
resisted the authority and sovereignty of the United States; and 

“Whereas the insurrection against the authority and sovereignty of the 
United States is now at an end and peace has been established in all parts 
of the archipelago, except in the country inhabited by the Moro tribes, to which 
this proclamation does not apply; and 

“Whereas during the course of the insurrection against the Kingdom of Spain 
and against the Government of the United States persons engaged therein, or 
those in sympathy with and abetting them, committed many acts in violation 
of the laws of civilized warfare, but it is believed that such acts were generally 
committed in ignorance of those laws and under orders issued by the civil or 
military insurrectionary leaders; and 
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“Whereas it is deemed to be wise and humane, in accordance with the beneficent 
purposes of the Government of the United States towards the Filipino people, 
and conducive to peace, order, and loyalty among them, that the doers of such 
acts who have not already suffered punishment shall not be held criminally 
responsible, but shall be relieved from punishment for participation in these 
insurrections and for unlawful acts committed during the course thereof by a 
general amnesty and pardon: 

Now, therefore, be it known that I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the 
United States of America, by virtue of the power and authority vested in me by 
the Constitution, do hereby proclaim and declare, without reservation or condi- 
tion except as hereinafter provided, a full and complete pardon and amnesty 
to all persons in the Philippine Archipelago who have participated in the insur- 
rections aforesaid or who have given aid and comfort to persons participating 
in said insurrections, for the offenses of treason or sedition and for all offenses 
political in their character committed in the course of such insurrections pur- 
suant to orders, issued by the civil or military insurrectionary authorities or 
which grew out of internal political feuds or dissensions between Filipinos and 
Spaniards or the Spanish authorities or which resulted from internal political 
feuds or dissensions among the Filipinos themselves during either of said in- 
surrections. 

“Provided, however, That the pardon and amnesty hereby granted shall not 
include such persons committing crimes since May 1, 1902, in any province of the 
archipelago in which at the time civil government was established, nor shall it 
include such persons as have been heretofore finally convicted of the crimes of 
murder, rape, arson, or robbery by any military or civil tribunal organized under 
the authority of Spain or of the United States of America, but special application 
may be made to the proper authority for pardon by any person belonging to the 
exempted classes, and such clemency as is consistent with humanity and justice 
will be liberally extended. 

“And further provided, That this amnesty and pardon shall not affect the title 
or right of the Government of the United States or that of the Philippine Islands 
to any property or property rights heretofore used or appropriated by the mili- 
tary or civil authorities of the Government of the United States or that of the 
Philippine Islands organized under authority of the United States, by way of 
confiscation or otherwise. 

“And provided further, That every person who shall seek to avail himself of 

this proclamation shall take and subscribe the following oath before any author- 
ity in the Philippine Archipelago authorized to administer oaths, namely: 
, solemnly swear (or affirm) that I recognize and accept the 
supreme authority of the United States of America in the Philippine Islands 
and will maintain true faith and allegiance thereto; that I impose upon myself 
this obligation voluntarily, without mental reservation or purpose of evasion. 
So help me God. 

“Given under my hand at the city of Washington this fourth day of July, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and two, and in the one hun- 
dred and twenty-seventh year of the independence of the United States. 


“THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


7 
’ 





“By the President: 

“E.ruvu Root, Secretary of War.” 

Now, therefore, I, Luke E. Wright, Acting Civil Governor of the Philippine 
Islands, by direction of the President of the United States do hereby promulgate 
the foregoing proclamation. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
Government of the Philippine Islands to be affixed. 

Done at the city of Manila, this fourth day of July, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and two. 

LUKE E. WRIGHT. 

By the Acting Civil Governor: 

A. W. Fercusson, Executive Secretary. 


Mr. Kyte. I also would like to submit for the the record a certified 
copy of General Orders No. 67, to which I previously referred and an 
additional printed statement. 

Mr. Mack. Without objection, permission is granted. 
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(The material referred to is as follows:) 


GENERAL ORDERS, HEADQUARTERS OF THE AEMY, 
No. 67. ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 4, 1902. 


The following order from the War Department is published to the Army for 
the information and guidance of all concerned: 


Wak DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 4, 1902. 


The insurrection against the sovereign authority of the United States in the 
Philippine Archipelago having ended, and provincial civil governments having 
been established throughout the entire territory of the archipelago not inhabited 
by Moro tribes, under the instruction of the President to the Philippine Commis- 
sion, dated April 7, 1900, now ratified and confirmed by the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the administra- 
tion of affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” the general commanding the Division of the Philippines is hereby relieved 
from the further performance of the duties of military governor, and the office 
of military governor in said archipelago is terminated. The general command- 
ing the Division of the Philippines and all military officers in authority therein 
will continue to observe the direction, contained in-the aforesaid instructions 
of the President, that the military forces in the Division of the Philippines shall 
be at all times subject, under the orders of the military commander, to the call 
of the civil authorities for the maintenance of law and order and the enforcement 
of their authority. 

By the President: 

ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 

BY COMMAND OF LIEUTENANT GENERAL MILLS: 

H. C. CORBIN, 
Adjutant General, 
Major General, U. S. Army. 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF Mr. JAcK KYLE 


Mr. Chairman, I would call the subcommittee’s attention to the fact that 
Public Law 256, 66th Congress, does not fix official ending dates for the war with 
Spain, the Philippines Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition. The leg- 
islative history of the act strongly indicates that it was the intention of Con- 
gress to pension all veterans of the Philippine disturbances without reference 
to dates of engagements. The War Department, and not Congress, fixed the 
ending dates by executive determination. That Department’s decision stood 
until the enactment of Public Law 2, 73d Congress by which the executive de- 
partment was empowered to fix ending dates for all wars; and pursuant to that 
act, the Veterans’ Administration has held the hostilities in the Moro Province, 
etc., to have ended on July 15, 1908. The 82d Congress, however, wrote that end- 
ing date into law. 

Since hostilities in the Moro Province were officially continued by the Presi- 
dential proclamation of July 4, 1902, it is significant that Congress took no direct 
action to fix a specific ending date until the year of 1951. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, it is important to note, I think, that in enacting Public 
Law 256, Congress undertook to enact all-inclusive service pension legislation. 
All veterans of the China Relief Expedition, or Boxer Rebellion, were included 
in that act; yet, we note, this expedition had no relation whatever to the war 
with Spain or the Philippine Insurrection, and, further, that it was an unde- 
clared and unofficial war. While the specific question was never raised in com- 
mittee or on the floor during debate, it is reasonable, I think, that Congress 
would not have intentionally barred the veterans of the Moro hostilities—who 
actually fought a continuation of the Philippine Insurrection—while admitting 
veterans of an unrelated and unofficial action. It is indeed unfortunate that 
Congres didn’t fix specific dates but I am satisfied that it was the intent of every 
legislator that all veterans of these hostilities should be covered. Certainly, 
there is no evidence to the contrary. 


Mr. Mack. We thank you very much, Mr. Kyle, for coming before 
the committee and presenting this intelligent and informative 
discussion. 
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Mr. Kyrie. Mr. Chairman, I believe I gave you a letter yesterday 
from Mr. Stevens for incorporation. He asked to have ii placed in 
the record. 


Mr. Boykin. Do you want it in the record ? 


Mr. Kyte. Yes, sir, if agreeable to the Chair, so it may be inserted 
at this point. 

Mr. Boykin. I was going to do that. 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Kyte. I thank the Chair. 

(The letter referred to follows:) 


PACIFIC WAR VETERANS OF AMERICA, 
Minneapolis, Minn., April 17, 1955. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Spanish War, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


DeaR Mr. BOYKIN: Due to the fact I am still very much interested in legisla- 
tion for relief of veterans of the Moro and Pulajane campaigns, I am taking 
the liberty to write you with reference to House Joint Resolution 94. You will 
no doubt remember my efforts in the past to get this legislation enacted into law. 

It is a well-known fact, this legislation is 40 years overdue. As you well 
know there has been a great hue and cry about precedent. But let’s look at the 
record, as Governor Smith used to say. First we will cite the pensions given 
to the workers on the Panama Canal, who received, according to reports, $62.50 
per month by reason of having to work under hazardous conditions. But they 
presume that fighting the Moros in the steaming hot jungles of Mindanao and 
Jolo was not hazardous, dodging kris and spear. 

Next I will refer to the Boxer Rebellion. There was no war declared against 
China by the United States Government, and yet veterans of that campaign 
receive a pension. The Reuben James incident is another, where our Navy 
was engaged in hostilities with the enemy forces before actual war was declared. 
These were taken care of. 

Next was the battle of New Orleans, January 8, 1815. This battle was 
fought after the United States and England signed the regular peace treaty at 
Ghent. It cost the lives of 8 American soldiers and over 100 British soldiers. 
This, of course, was a part of the War of 1812. Then we will consider the 
status of the Indian war veterans. It is safe to say that perhaps 65 percent 
of them never saw a hostile Indian, and furthermore, the United States Govern- 
ment never made an official declaration of war against any Indian tribe. 

We can even go back to the ending of the Civil War. There were quite a few 
hostilities after the surrender of General Lee to General Grant, especially in 
Texas, but the United States Government paid pensions for war service to 
those veterans. 

Last, but not least, it must be remembered that the United States Govern- 
ment never declared war against the Philippine insurrectos. This fact seems 
rather queer in the face of the insistence that war should have been declared 
against the Moros and Pulajanes. Why should not those men who fought in 
the battle of Bud Dajo in Jolo, March 5, 6, and 7, 1906, in which 21 Americans 
and over 600 Moros were killed, be eligible for the same benefits as those who 
served previous to 1902, when no papers of any nature were signed by either 
party? 

Another point I might bring up and that is, I quote from a report by General 
Hines: “In 1935 the Veterans’ Bureau saw fit to extend the ending of the insur- 
rection from July 4, 1902, to July 15, 1903.” If they could make that extension 
to 1903, why couldn’t they make it December 31, 1913? In another report, I 
think this was by General Hines, March 8, 1944, page 4: “Except where there 
was service in the military forces of the United States in Russia (Siberia) 
prior to April 2, 1920, is considered to have been wartime service. Is there 
any difference between the southern Philippines and Russia? If there is, it 
must be in temperature only. 

These old veterans had little or no medical service, drinking water was always 
foul and taken from mudholes covered with slime in which water buffalo had 
wallowed ; their only covering at night was their rubber poncho, while mosqui- 
toes, fleas, ants as large as butterflies, and leeches tormented them day and 
night. Very little quinine was available, or other medicines. 
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I could write 100 pages on those campaigns, but this should suffice. I pray 
that House Joint Resolution 94 will be passed despite that sacred (fake) ending 
date, July 4, 1902. I remain, 
Yours very respectfully, 
CHARLES V. STEVENs, 
Past National Adjutant, P. W. V. of A. 

Mr. Kye. I want to say that Mr. Charles V. Stevens, past national 
adjutant of the Pacific War Veterans of American, drafted the first 
bill ever introduced on this subject some 15 years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, we support the resolutions, but not the H. R.’s. 
There is a vast difference in the bills. While the preamble of the reso- 
lutions may differ in some cases, the resolve is the same in all. The 
reason we do not support the H. R.’s is because they are full of loop- 
holes. 

For instance, two of them limit the bill to those who can actually 
prove that they were engaged in combat. Yet the bills seek to extend 
the Spanish-American War Service Pension Act to these veterans. 
The Spanish-American War Veteran Act itself does not require such 
service. Ninety days’ service makes all the Spanish-American War 
veterans and the veterans of the Philippine Insurrection eligible. 

I am glad the committee counsel is present. If the committee reports 
a bill, which I sincerely hope it will, I trust that consideration will be 
given to that fact. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Siler, addressed himself to 
House Joint Resolution 281, which he introduced. However, prior to 
that he had erroneously introduced this old bill. He has now aban- 
doned it. Another H. R. was introduced by another Member inad- 
vertently. We sent up a draft of this resolution, but the defective 
H. R. was introduced. There is still another H. R. that takes in 
everybody that served anywhere in the Philippines at any time from 
1902 to 1914, whether they were in the combat areas or not. Congress 
has never seriously considered similar bills. 

I would next like to address myself to a report from the executive 
department. They send the same report up here each Congress, but 
for the life of me, I cannot understand why they undertake to maintain 
an untenable proposition. 

The facts are that this Congress has always provided for the 
veterans of wars whether there was a formal declaration of war or not. 
In 1927 you enacted the Indian War Service Pension Act, taking in 
every mother’s son who served between 1817 through 1898. That law 
is still in effect. There are about 300 of them still drawing those 
pensions. That act did not specify that there had to be a formal 
declaration of war. It covers all Indian hostilities. The veterans 
were out there on the frontier defending American soil, There was 
no difference in the Philippines. 

In 1920 when the Spanish War Service Pension Act was enacted, 
the Philippine Insurrection in that act was included. There is no 
beginning or ending date in the law. It left them open to executive 
determination. There was never any question raised about when the 
Philippine Insurrection ended in the Moro Province until the Span- 
ish-American Service Pension Act was enacted. Then down in the 
old Pension Bureau some bureaucrat ruled that it ended on July 15, 
1903. 
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Well, they could not produce an Executive order or Presidential 
proclamation. They could not produce an act of Congress. What 
did they do? They came up with an act of the Philippine Com- 
mission that does not have the words “Philippine Insurrection” in 
it. That act merely set up civil government in the Moro Province. 

Section 20 of the Act 787, of the Philippine Commission specifi- 
cally states that the United States Armed Forces will be available 
to the Governor of the Moro Province and to the district governors 
at all times. 

One other thing. They come up and say, “Well, you would have to 
open the gates to other campaigns,” similar or related campaigns, and 
they insert a 40-page list of campaigns, etc. I do not know whether 
they go in for volume or quality, but in the 40 pages they list the 
Civil War, the Spanish American War, the Philippine Insurrection, 
and the Boxer Rebellion, people who have already been pensioned. 
And then it is filled with landing parties, naval landing parties, 
where parties of marines and sailors went ashore 2 or 3 days on a 
sightseeing expedition with not a shot being fired. They are put 
down as comparable campaigns to these 12 years of bitter, savage 
warfare. 

The only campaigns of any length were the punitive expedition into 
Mexico—and I may say, Mr. Chairman, that of all these things they 
bring in here and cite, none of the survivors have ever come in here 
and asked for anything. They probably have never considered that 
they were due anything. 

We have the “related hostilities.” I have here a letter from the 
Archivist of the United States. He gives the number of people that 
participated in the most important and longest of these so-called 
comparable campaigns and expeditions and the number that were 
killed in them. I will just read them: The Vera Cruz Expedition, 
which lasted from April 22, 1914, to November 23, 1914, Army, none; 
Navy, 17 killed, 57 wounded; Marines, 5 killed and 13 wounded. 

Now we come to the Mexican border campaign. In 1916, you 
know, the President called out several National Guard regiments and 
stationed them down on the Mexican border. This was called the 
Mexican border campaign. But 12,000 Army troops were sent into 
Mexico on a punitive expedition. They were down there from March 
15, 1916, to February 5, 1917, during which time 15 men were killed 
and 2 died of wounds. There were no other casualties. 

Puerto Rican hostilities. They were supposed to have lasted from 
July 25, 1898, to August 13, 1898. There were 3 killed and 40 wounded. 

They bring up the Cuban occupation. On September 29, 1906, 
we sent Marines and Army troops to occupy Cuba. They were down 
there from September 29, 1906, to April 1, 1909. There were 9,237 
Army men and 2,892 Marines. Killed and wounded: Army, none; 
Marines, none. Not a shot was fired. The veterans and the former 
servicemen of the Cuban pacification have never come in here to this 
committee and claimed that they had war service or that they were 
entitled to pensions. 

Then the report states that the adoption of this resolution might 
set a precedent for the occupations after World Wars I and II. 
Here it is some 30 years after World War I and none of the occupa- 
tion forces have ever come in here and asked for pensions. They 
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know that theirs was peacetime service. There were no hostilities, 
none whatever. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to insert these letters in 
the record. 

Mr. Boykin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

( The letter referred to follows :) : 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 


NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS SERVICE, ; 
Washington 25, D. C., February 13, 1952. f 

Hon. J. Harry McGrecor, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. i 


Dear Mr. McGrecor: Reference is made to your letter of January 29, 1952, 
requesting casualty figures for five military expeditions of the United States 
Armed Forces. An examination of the records of the War Department and of 
the Navy Department in the National Archives has disclosed the following 
information : 


| 


Participants | Casualties 
| 


1. Vera Cruz Expedition (Apr. 22, | 4,180 Army,' 787 sailors and | Army, 0; Navy, 17 killed, 57 


| 


1914, to Nov. 23, 1914). | marines ? (Apr. 21-23, 1914, | wounded; Marines, 5 killed, 13 
only). | wounded. 
2. Mexican Punitive Expedition | 12,000 Army '!___._.._.........-- | Army, 15 killed; 2 died of wounds. 


(Mar. 15, 1916, to Feb. 5, 1917). 
3. Puerto Rican hostilities (July 25, | 16,973 Army ! 


eh ts SER 2D: | Army, 3 killed, 40 wounded. 
1898, to Aug. 13, 1898). | 


Naval action off San Juan, |..............-...---------------- | Navy, 1 killed, 7 wounded. 
4. Occupation of the Dominican | 0 Army,? 1,800 marines !______._- | Army, 0; Marines, 16 killed, 53 
Republic (Apr. 5, 1916, to Nov. | | wounded. 
17, 1924). 
5. Cuban Pacification (Sept. 29, 1906, | 9,237 Army,? 2,892 marines !____- | Army, 0; Marines, 0. 


to Apr. 1, 1909). 


1 Highest number present at one time. 
2? Total number who took part in this expedition. 


Sincerely yours, 
Wayne C. GROVER, 
Archivist of the United States. 

Mr. Kyte. Mr. Chairman, I do not see why we cannot face the facts 
about this thing and settle it once and for all. When the Spanish- 
American War Pension Act was enacted, it included the Philippine 
Insurrection. As I said, like Melchizedek’s pedigree, it had neither 
beginning nor ending date; but there is something else, and I think this 
is most significant. 

While the Philippine Insurrection was in progress, we sent an 
expedition into China to relieve some beseiged Americans. The 
Boxers, more properly known as the Society of Harmonious Fists, 
started an antiforeign crusade in China, and the various nations had 
to send relief expeditions in there to get their people out. There was 
no declaration of war. Nobody ever thought about a declaration of 
war, and when the Spanish-American War Service Pension Act was 
enacted, the Boxer Rebellion was included. 

There was no objection to it, not one. The legislative history of 
the Spanish-American War Pension Act shows that there was not a 
single objection in the committee or on the floor. 

Mr. Chairman, I have letters from the Army and from the Navy 
showing the numbers that participated in the Boxer Rebellion and 
the casualties. I will read from them, with the Chair’s permission, 
and insert them in the record at this point. 
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Navy: The available records indicate that aproximately 1,400 Navy 
and Marine officers and men participated in the expedition. Of this 
number, 13 were killed and 43 were wounded. 

Army: The official records show that the China Relief Expedition 
began June 20, 1900, and ended May 12, 1901, and 5,000 Army troops 
were engaged therein ; 33 were killed in action, and 18 died of wounds. 

Mr. Boyxrn. Without objection, they will be placed in the record 
at this point. 


(The letters referred to follow :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT GENERAL, 
Washington 25, D. C., March 30, 1951. 
Hon. Roy W. Wier, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Wier: I have received your communication of March 21, 1951, re- 
questing certain information concerning the Boxer Rebellion. 

The official records show that the China Relief Expedition (Boxer Rebellion) 
began June 20, 1900, and ended May 12, 1901; that 5,000 Regular Army troops 
were engaged therein; that 33 were killed in action and 18 died of wounds. 

This Department has no information concerning the number of enemy dead or 
wounded in that expedition. 

As the subject of naval personnel engaged in said expedition is a matter per- 
taining to the Chief of Naval Personnel, Department of the Navy, Washington 25, 
D. C., your communication has been referred to that office for consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ws. E. Berain, 
Major General, United States Army, 
Acting the Adjutant General. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAvy, 
BUREAU OF NAVAL PERSONNEL, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 9, 1951. 
Hon. Roy W. WIERr, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Wier: This is in reply to your letter of March 21, 1951, which 
was referred to this Bureau of the Department of the Navy for reply to that 
part pertaining to Navy and Marine Corps personnel participating in the Boxer 
Rebellion. 

The available records indicate that approximately 1,400 Navy and Marine 
Corps officers and men participated in the expedition. Of this number, 13 
were killed and 43 were wounded. 

This Department has no information concerning the number of enemy dead 
and wounded in this campaign. 

I trust that this information satisfactorily answers your inquiry. 

By direction of Chief of Naval Personnel : 

Sincerely yours, 
D. H. Pueu, 
Commander, United States Navy, 
Director, Liaison and Public Information. 


Mr. Kyue. With reference to the Boxer Rebellion, there has never 
been any question about it, but when these reports came up it was 
completely ignored, just as they ignore the fact that the Congress 
provided for the veterans of the Indian hostilities—peacetime hos- 
tilities. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is neecssary for me to take up any 
more of the committee’s time. I want to make this statement, Mr. 
Chairman, in conclusion. You heard able testimony from authors of 
the resolution. Many members of the committee are thoroughly fa- 
miliar with this. I know the Chair is very familiar with the history 
of this legislation. Time is of the essence, gentlemen. 
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If we cannot get this legislation very soon, I do not think it will do 
much good. There will be so many to have gone to their reward. In 
the last Congress this subcommittee under the chairmanship of the 
gentleman from Washington, Mr. Mack, reported a similar measure 
favorably and the full committee reported it unanimously, but we 
lost it in the Rules Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this subcommittee will not only report 
this resolution, but that the full committee will instruct the chairman 
to call it up under the privilege pension rule, on the floor, to rush this 
legislation through the House. 

With those remarks, Mr. Chairman, I think I shall conclude. 

Mr. Boyxry. Thank you very much, Mr. Kyle. You made a splen- 
did statement. 

Mr. Kye. Thank you. 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF JACK KYLE, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATIVE, 
THE 1902-14 PHILIPPINE COMMAND COMMITTEB 


Mr. Kyte. Mr. Chairman, I would now like to discuss the all-important cost 
element in connection with the Moro resolution, so-called. In this connection 
I point out that the full Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, in 1953, found the 
estimated first-year cost of a similar measure to be $789,000. That was 2 years 
ago. The committee also found the average age of the group to be 78 years. So, 
using the committee’s 1953 figures, let us now estimate future costs and the 
total expenditures incident to enactment of the resolution. In 1953 the com- 
mittee estimated that 500 veterans and 300 widows would benefit by the enact- 
ment of such legislation, and, as the committee pointed out at that time, “the 
death rate is rapid for his group.” Then, today, perhaps the first-year cost 
would not exceed $700,000. Naturally the cost must decrease from year to year, 
and after about 15 years, the annual cost should be practically nil. A liberal 
estimate would be that the total cost to the Government for all years would not 
exceed $5,500,000. 

In this era of multi-billion-dollar foreign-aid appropriations, certainly an 
insignificant $5,500,000 would not become an unbearable financial burden to the 
Government. We have spent more tax money on Operation Reindeer—buying 
Christmas presents for foreign peoples all around the globe. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, an insignificant $5,500,600 wouldn’t have paid FOA’s transportation bill 
last year. It is not enough to pay for the war medals and decorations we have 
bought for our former enemies, nor would it pay the interest on those worthless 
German Government bonds—held by American speculators—which were paid 
off at full face value with FAO money. 

Mr. Chairman, since World War II, the cost of foreign aid and foreign opera- 
tions has been more than $80 billion—and the end isn’t in sight—which is more 
than twice the amount expended for all veteran benefits since our beginning as 
a Nation. While we were showering the foreign world with Christmas presents 
at the taxpayers’ expense many of the old Moro-Leyte-Samar veterans were 
living off private charity or dying in poverty. Gentlemen, in all fairness, does 
that not border on a national disgrace? 

To those who would ask, “Where is the money coming from?” I would re- 
spectfully answer: 

“Gentlemen, if you can’t find $5,500,000 for this worthy purpose anywhere else, 
then please shave that amount off the impending multi-billion-dollar foreign-aid 
appropriation.” 

I know that the prophets of gloom and deom are sending up flares to stampede 
the Congress into headlong political irresponsibility. They assert that the 
national economy is confronted with the proposition of caring for 21 million 
living veterans, whereas, in round numbers there are but 3,500,000 individuals, 
including widows and orphans, on the Veterans’ Administration rolls. That is 
but a mere 2 percent of our total population. It is less than 17 percent of all 
living veterans, and the 21 million living veterans represent but 12 percent of 
the total population. (These figures and percentages, of course, do not include 
trainees.) Apparently these prophets of gloom and doom have overlooked the 
national experiences with reference to veteran benefits. History shows that as 
a new war group is placed on a new roll, older groups have all but expired. 
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Example: As the veterans of World War II and the related Korean “peacetime 
police action” were being placed on a new roll, the Civil War group had ali but 
vanished. Within another 20 years expenditures on account of the War with 
Spain will have diminished to the vanishing point, and the World War I bene- 
ficiaries will have expired some 30 years before those of our latest, or Korean, 
conflict. 

But I submit, Mr. Chairman, that there are not 21 million living veterans. 
Too many individual veterans are counted twice, and even three times. We 
are given total by war, whereas, it is a matter of common knowledge that 
literally thousands of veterans served in two wars. Some actually served in 
three. Who does not know that many World War II veterans were drafted for 
service in the Korean “peacetime police action”? Many World War I veterans 
served in World War II, and a goodly number—a very heavy percentage—of living 
Spanish-American War veterans served in World War I. Now here's one for 
the book: Several thousand—I do not have the figure—individuals who served 
after the Korean cease-fire have technical war-veteran status although hey 
enlisted after the cease-fire. And although the Moro-Leyte-Samar veterans limit 
their petition to the date of the last engagement in the island or province in 
which they served, they have absolutely no war-veteran status. They are not 
eligible for Government hospitalization, medical care, domiciliary care, a burial 
allowance or so much as a flag for their casket. 


The Counset. Mr. Chairman, that concludes the list of witnesses. 
The Veterans’ Administration representatives were here, but inasmuch 
as reports were inserted in the record, they were excused at your 
suggestion. 

Ar. Boykin, Thank you. 

We will adjourn. The hearings are completed. 

It is good to have you all with us. Any time we can be of any 
service, just let us know. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m., Friday, April 22, 1955, the subcom- 
mittee adjourned, subject to call.) 
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